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With its vast medical network 
geared to serve 


1,000,000 


Israeli during 1953, KUPAT 
HOLIM of Histadrut will be 
responsible for guarding the 
health of two-thirds of the 
entire population of the coun- 
try. To render this vital service, 
KUPAT HOLIM must expand 
its facilities—hospitals, clinics, 
sanatoria—in older and new 
areas of settlement. 

High point of the 1953 build- 
ing program will be the dedi- 
cation of the 


ELIEZER 
KAPLAN 
MEMORIAL 
HOSPITAL 


at Rehovot. This “Citadel of 
Health” will serve the: entire 
Negev which sorely lacks hos- 
pital facilities.. The 


ISRAEL HISTADRUT 
CAMPAIGN 


which has underwritten the 
$3,000,000 needed for the 
Kaplan Hospital, will allocate 
a substantial part of the 1953 
income toward this institution, 
one of the crowning achieve- 
ments of Histadrut made pos- 
sible by the Histadrut Cam- 
paign during its 30 years of 
financial. and moral aid to 
Labor Israel. 


Give an extra contribution 
in 1953 for the 

ELIEZER KAPLAN 
MEMORIAL HOSPITAL! 


NATIONAL 
COMMITTEE 
FOR LABOR ISRAEL 


33 EAST 67th STREET 
NEW YORK 21, N. Y. 
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Editorial 


Itzchak Ben Zvi 


TZCHAK BEN ZVI, the newly elected second 
President of Israel, is not a stranger to 
American Labor Zionists, many of whom met 
him personally during his visits to this country 
in past years. He first came to the United States 
during World War I when he was expelled from 
Palestine by the Turkish administration which 
then ruled the country. Together with Ben 
Gurion, who was then also in the United States 
on a similarly enforced visit, he tried to estab- 
lish the first Chalutz organization in the world. 
_ Later both men were instrumental in organizing 
the Jewish Legion which fought against the 
Turks. In the period between the two world 
wars, Ben Zvi again came to the United States 
on behalf of various Labor Zionist causes and 
visited most of the large Jewish communities. 

The election-of Ben Zvi brings to the presi- 
dency of Israel one of the rarest personalities in 
the Jewish community of that country. He 
came to Palestine with the second aliyah in the 
first decade of this century. The immigrants 
of the second aliyah, though numbering only in 
the hundreds, have become a legend in the his- 
tory of Israel. Their heroic struggles in the 
midst of a grim and hostile land in an effort 
to transform themselves from children of Jew- 
ish middle class families into agricultural pio- 
neers, led to the creation of a Jewish working 
community which has permanently stamped the 
social composition of Israel. They organized the 
rudimentary defense organization which de- 
cades later became the Haganah and is today the 
defense army of Israel. They laid the founda- 
tions of the first labor organizations and the 
earliest cooperatives and collectives. 

In all these activities Itzchak Ben Zvi parti- 
cipated prominently. He was among the foun- 
ders of Hashomer and Histadrut and Mapai. 
Later, as the community grew, he was presi- 
dent of Vaad Leumi, the representative council 
of the Jews of Palestine which was the fore- 
runner of Israel’s Knesset. 

But despite his many activities, and the promi- 
nent offices which he held, Ben Zvi was not 
widely known in the outside world. This was 
due to a number of reasons, chief of which was 
his innate.and profound modesty. He is a man 
who shuns pomp and publicity. His ways 
remained the ways of the pioneer even when 
he was already president of Vaad Leumi. His 
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home in Jerusalem was the same modest barrack 
which he built decades ago when he first came 
to the city. A man of scholarly interests, Ben 
Zvi has become one of the outstanding authori- 
ties on the archaeology of Israel and on the less 
known tribes of Jewry. He studied the lore and 
the background of the remote offshoots of the 
Jewish people, as if afraid lest the smallest of 
them become lost. Some three decades ago he 
discovered the last remaining village in Pales- 
tine of Jews who had never left the country 
during the two-thousand-year exile. He redis- 
covered the Samaritans, that strange, small and 
withered branch once sprung from the Jewish 
people. He studied all possible materials about 
remote Jewish communities in the Caucausus, 
Persia, Afghanistan and the distant and little- 
known vastnesses of Central Asia. 

Though he was a leading Labor Zionist all his 
life, Ben Zvi was never a political dogmatist. 
His deep appreciation of the superiority of the 
deed to the dogma marked his entire life. 

Ben Zvi’s election to the presidency is a step 
in the logical social development of Israel. 
Chaim Weizmann, the first president, was still 
a man of the Diaspora. When he left his native 
town in Eastern Europe he made his home in 
Western Europe. His political destiny was 
linked with Israel; some of his personal life was 
still bound up with Europe. Ben Zvi, on the 
other hand, is already a product of the Israeli 
environment which he helped shape. When Ben 
Zvi left his home in the Ukraine more than 
forty years ago, he settled in Palestine and linked 
his life with the fate of the Jewish community 
there. 

Ben Zvi is keenly conscious of the fate 
of the Jews outside Israel. Writing to the Labor 
Zionist Organization in America thirteen 
years ago, on the occasion of the thirtieth anni- 
versary of LZOA, he said: “It frequently occurs 
to me that America was discovered twice, the 
first time by Columbus, in the year of the ex- 
pulsion of the Jews from Spain, and for Spain, 
and the second time four centuries later, for us, 
the Jews, after the pogroms in Russia in the 
eighties of the past century. The second dis- 
covery of America is not less significant than 
the first... - 

“Fifty years ago the Jewish community in 
America was smaller than the one in Eretz Israel 
today. But within the space of one generation 
the Jewish community in America grew so that 
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it exceeded four million. This historical fact— 
Jewish migration to America—can serve as a 
living example to those who ‘do not believe in 
miracles.’ It can make them understand our 
conviction that the same process can repeat it- 
self and that several million Jews can settle in 
Eretz Israel within one generation.” 


The Rosenberg Case 


pgasaune A LAST MINUTE reprieve by the Presi- 

dent, Julius and Ethel Rosenberg, convicted 
of spying and transmitting atomic information 
to the Soviet Union, will be executed sometime 
during the week of January 12. 

We have no reason to doubt the Rosenbergs’ 
guilt. They received a public trial by jury. 
During and after the trial their interests were 
protected by competent legal counsel. The case 
was appealed to higher courts. The Supreme 
Court considered and rejected the appeals. The 
case, by its very nature, was of a kind to make 
it a subject of intense public scrutiny, and we 
have yet to hear the fairness and justice of the 
proceedings questioned by any responsible and 
competent sourse. 

Widespread requests for clemency for the 
Rosenbergs have been’ addressed to the Presi- 
dent. Many of these are sincere, reasonable and 
well-motivated. Others, notably the campaign 
conducted by the so-called “Committee to Se- 
cure Justice In The Rosenberg Case,” belong in 
a different category. The efforts of this Com- 
mittee are basically a political campaign to 
smear the United States and to discredit this 
country at home and abroad. Though this Com- 
mittee speaks of “clemency” it tries, by its very 
name, to create the impression that an “‘injus- 
tice” had been perpetrated on the Rosenbergs. 
In line with the mounting anti-Semitic over- 
tones in communist propaganda everywhere, 
this Committee at first peddled the anti-Semitic 
notion that the Jewish judge who had tried the 
case was not competent to conduct fairly the 
trial of the Rosenbergs precisely because he was 
Jewish. Leaving no dishonest stone unturned, 
this Committee simultaneously implied that 
anti-Semitism was involved because there were 
no Jews on the jury. 

Disregarding these contemptible tactics of the 
so-called “Committee To Secure Justice In the 
Rosenberg Case,” we join those who sincerely 
petition the President to exercise his right of 
executive clemency: in this case. We do so, 
We repeat, not because we see any reason to 
doubt the guilt of the defendants. Neither are 
we impressed with the argument advanced from 
some quarters that clemency is in order because 
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the Rosenbergs are parents of young children. 
Parenthood does not mitigate guilt. When Ilse 
Koch, the notorious Nazi “Bitch of Buchen- 
wald”—the one who invented lampshades made 
from human skin—somehow managed, while in 
prison, to become pregnant in an effort to win 
the sympathy of the court at the later trial, we 
did not feel that her belated impending mater- 
nity reduced the magnitude of her crimes. Nor 
are we overwhelmed by the argument that the 
atomic information was conveyed to the Soviet 
Union, which was at that time an ally of the 
United States. It is not for individual citizens 
to decide to whom to give secret information 
of critical importance to the security of the 
country. For this purpose there are appropriate 
government agencies such as the State Depart- 
ment or the Defense Department, which are 
authorized to decide which country is an ally 
and what should be given to it. 

According to the letter of the law there may 
be no reason why the Rosenbergs should not 
be executed. The request for executive clemen- 
cy implies going outside the law, acting lifnim 
meshurat hadin, in accordance with considera- 
tions that transcend the law. What are these 
considerations? 


The first consideration is that the execution 
of the Rosenbergs would set a precedent. It 
would be the first time that death sentence was 
imposed and carried out in this country for this 
type of crime in peace time. We believe that it 
is desirable to limit the imposition and execu- 
tion of death sentences, in peace time especially, 
rather than to extend this type of punishment. 
This is a purely humanitarian reason. So far as 
the security of the country is concerned, it will 
not be any less with the Rosenbergs i in a prison 
instead of a grave. 


Another consideration that impels us to ask 
for clemency in this case concerns political 
ethics. We believe that this country must guard 
itself against being infected with the political 
morality of totalitarian despotic regimes. It is 
the practice of dictatorships—Nazi, Soviet or 
Peoples Democracy—to bolster their regimes 
with the periodic execution of spies, real or 
merely “confessed” ones. Such trials and execu- 
tions are used as political weapons, to stir un- 
reasoning fears and hatreds among the people 
and to quench all opposition. 

The United States needs no such methods and 
should not resort to them. The security of the 
nation, rather than political vengeance, is the 
issue. This security is attained by making the 
culprits harmless. Precisely at this time, when 
the “Peoples Democracy” of Czechoslovakia is 
indulging in an orgy of “confessions” of espio- 
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nage and insane glorification of death among 
the prisoners and the public alike, this country 
should set an example of level-headedness. 
Against the totalitarian principle of death, the 
United States should oppose the principle of life. 
We do not believe that clemency in this case 
would encourage other potential spies by re- 
assuring them that prison was all they had to 
fear. The type of person who is capable of com- 
mitting the crime of espionage for a foreign 
dictatorship is not likely to be deterred by the 
fear of death. But the many millions of people 
everywhere in the world, whose eyes turn al- 
ernately from Prague and Moscow to Wash- 
ington would not fail to be deeply impressed 
by the humaneness of the latter when compared 
with the mad blood-thirstiness of the former. 


No Visas For Nazis 


HE McCarraN-WALTER Immigration Bill, 

which has been condemned as a reactionary 
and racist piece of legislation, appears to be an 
inexhaustible mine of tricky provisions not all 
of which have yet been brought to light. Though 
it has been carefully analyzed in various pub- 
lications, its provisions continue to reveal pre- 
viously unnoticed gems. The latest little sur- 
prise is that an estimated four thousand former 
German Nazis will be enabled to receive visas 
to immigrate to the United States. These can- 
didates for American citizenship were formerly 
turned down. But under the McCarran Law 
only members, present or past, of organizations 
“which advocate the establishment in the United 
States of a totalitarian dictatorship or totalitar- 
ianism” are to be excluded from entry into the 
country. The State Department has interpreted 
the words “in the United States” to mean that 
Nazis or fascists are admissable into the coun- 
try because, presumably, their totalitarian pro- 
grams are applicable only to their home countries. 

Whoever is responsible for this hair-splitting 
interpretation deserves no thanks. The totali- 
tarians of the Nazi and fascist varieties do not 
confine their ideologies to their home countries. 
This is not speculation. The world has seen only 
too recently how they established dictatorships 
wherever they had the power to do so, and even 
in countries where their power did not reach, 
the Nazis established, or tried to establish, or- 
ganizations to subvert democratic forms of 
government. 

It would be interesting to hear the State De- 
partment explain why it goes to such lengths to 
enable Nazis to enter the United States. Is there 
a dearth of other candidates for immigration, 
decent people who could make a wholesome 
contribution to the welfare of this country? 
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The Prague Trial 


The “Golem” Runs Amok 


“It is no accident that of the fourteen accused 
eleven are the product of the Zionist organizations. 
The danger of Zionism has increased with the foun- 
dation of the State of Israel by the Americans. Zion- 
ism and Jewish bourgeois nationalism are two sides 
of the same coin, which was minted in Wall Street.” 

The above statement and many similar ones were 
made by the prosecutor at the trial of the fourteen 
communist party and government leaders in Prague, 
Czechoslovakia. The free world stood aghast last 
month as the “People’s Democracy” of Czechoslo- 
vakia pulled out all stops and indulged in an orgy of 
anti-Jewish vituperation not only against the prison- 
ers in the dock but against the Jewish people through- 
out the world, against Israel and against the Zionist 
movement. Taking a page out of the traditional book 

of anti-Semitic vilification, the communist rulers of 
Czechoslovakia—not without the blessing of Moscow, 
it may be assumed—evoked an image of a world-wide 
Jewish conspiracy dedicated to the overthrow of 
‘peoples’ ” governments. 

It is futile to argue against insane rantings. Indeed, 
what can one say against a statement such as the 
above which stands reason on its head and contradicts 
itself on every score? Eleven of the defendants in 
the Prague Trial, of whom eight have since been 
hanged, were indeed of Jewish descent. But they 
were prominent communist leaders for decades and 
consistently ruthless enemies of Zionism throughout 
the entire period of their activity. When a person 
like Slansky, one of the chief defendants, a Moscow 
trained communist who was instrumental in engi- 
neering the communist seizure of power in Czecho- 
slovakia and long the secretary of the communist 
party in that country, is described as “a product of 
Zionist organizations” we can only conclude that the 
virus of Nazi Jew-hatred has penetrated deeply the 
communist organism. The State of Israel, said the 
prosecutor, was founded by Americans. Yet at the 
very moment that he was making this statement, the 
communist press in the United States kept ranting 
that the Soviet vote in the UN in favor of the estab- 
lishment of Israel and the subsequent Czech sales of 
arms to the young republic then fighting for its life, 
were responsible for Israel’s existence, and that Jews 
must therefore be “eternally grateful” to the Soviet 
Union and its satellites. 

The terrible fact is undeniable that, whether for 
significant or negligible objectives, Moscow has been 
ready to invoke the spectre of anti-Semitism. What 
calculation lies behind this monstrous act is of second- 
ary importance. One must face the frightening pos- 
sibility that perhaps there is no rational answer. Anti- 
Semitism itself is not a rational manifestation. Were 
it such it could have been argued away long ago. 
Anti-Semitism speaks to dark instincts and supersti- 
tions which exist behind as before the Iron Curtain, 


and which are now being exploited by communist 
state power. 

Twice in our generation history beckoned to the 
Jews of Eastern Europe to leave that condemned con- 
tinent. Prior to World War II the vast majority of 
these Jews ignored history’s warning and paid for 
their attachment to their native lands with the exter- 
mination of six million. After the war the survivors 
seemed to have learned the lesson. Hundreds of 
thousands flocked, first to the DP camps in Germany 
and later to Israel, and in smaller numbers to the 
western hemisphere. But many thousands of others 
were deluded by the notion that lightning would not 
strike twice in the same area. Others waited too long 
till economic conditions in Israel would improve. Still 
others cherished a vain hope that they could rebuild 
their lives in a familiar environment. Gradually the 
Soviet noose tightened around their necks. 

There is a certain poetic fitness in the choice of 
Prague as the scene for the last act of communist 
degeneration. It was in Prague, according to Jewish 
legend, that Maharal (Rabbi Loew) shaped a huge 
Golem more than four hundred years ago and en- 
dowed it with life to act as the defender of the op- 
pressed Jews of the city. But the clay Golem, effec- 
tive for a brief while, finally ran amok and swung its 
axe on persecutor and victim alike, and had to be 
returned to the clay from which it had been created. 
The communist Golem, the would-be savior of man- 
kind, which in the past lured so many, is now running 
amok in the streets of Prague. 


The Editors 


In The Nazi Tradition 
By MOSHE SHARETT 


T= ENTIRE WORLD stands these days once 

more aghast at a farce in the form of a legal 
trial performed this time on the stage of a 
Czechoslovak court. Leaders of a party and 
heads of a regime who but yesterday stood at 
the helm, shaping the policies of their country 
and dominating her destinies, are today exhibited 
as a treacherous band of conspirators, swindlers 
and saboteurs. What is even more astounding 
is the fact that the accused revel in incriminating 
themselves by confessing to every possible abo- 
mination of which they are indicted. This ex- 
hibition of moral suicide and self-degradation 
must shock every person who still believes in 


The following is the text of the statement on the Prague 
Trial delivered before Knesset by Moshe Sharett, Foreign 
Minister of Israel. 
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the sanctity and spiritual worth of human 
personality. 

In one respect the shameful spectacle consti- 
tutes an innovation. The majority of the ac- 
cused are Jews and the Prosecution has spared 
no pains in highlighting their racial origin and 
in tracing their alleged crimes to this prime 
cause. The indictment, the court proceedings 
themselves, as well as the publicity given to the 
trial in the official Czechoslovak press, are all 
permeated with a spirit of rabid anti-Semitism. 
The staging of the trial is replete with propa- 
gandist effects of anti-Semitic incitement in the 
undiluted tradition of Nazism. The prosecution 
has unfolded a dark screed of criminal plotting, 
of acts of conspiracy and subversion, which 
these Jewish enemies of the Czechoslovak people 
have either perpetrated or sought to perpetrate. 

But not satisfied with impugning their Jew- 
ish origin it has denounced them as Zionists. Men 
who had never had any connection with the 
Zionist Movement—some of whom, indeed, have 
persecuted Zionism with a vengeance — have 
themselves been branded with that stigma. The 
Zionist Movement as a whole—that movement 
of liberation and of return to the homeland— 
has been smeared and slandered as a gang of in- 
triguers and spies, bent on undermining the very 
foundations of the Czechoslovak regime, seek- 
ing the ruin of that country and dishonestly ex- 
ploiting the property of its citizens for its own 
nefarious purposes. The attempts of the Jew- 
ish survivors of the Nazi inferno to recover a 
tiny fraction of the immense volume of Jewish 
property which had been plundered, has been 
denounced as an act of deceit and robbery. Is- 
rael citizens who sought to serve the interests 
of the Czechoslovak Republic and her allies have 
been ensnared in this judicial plot and made to 
answer and to admit charges of subversion and 
sabotage. Finally, libellous allegations have been 
made against Ministers and accredited represen- 
tatives of the Government of Israel charging 
them with having conspired with the enemies 
of Czechoslovakia, both within the country and 
outside, seeking to encompass the destruction of 
her economy and to undermine her security. 


‘THE GOVERNMENT OF ISRAEL holds it utterly 

superfluous to attempt any detailed and fac- 
tual denial of the libels and fabrications regard- 
ing activities of its members and emissaries, pro- 
duced by the fertile imagination of the Czechos- 
lovak Secret Police and Public Prosecution. 
These slanders are self-contradictory in the light 
of simple reason. Their falseness is obvious to 
the naked eye, denied as they are by patent facts. 
Israel has always entertained a sincere sympathy 
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for the Czechoslovak people. Israel has sought 
to establish and foster friendly relations with 
the present Czechoslovak State. Israel obtained 
valuable aid from Czechoslovakia during her 
War of Liberation for which she paid in full. 
This was arranged with the full knowledge and 
authority of the heads of the Czechoslovak State, 


‘some of whom still occupy high seats of power. 


At one stage Israel concluded a commercial 
agreement with Czechoslovakia, upon terms 
which proved suitable to both parties. Israel ad- 
mitted thousands of Jews officially authorized 
to leave Czechoslovakia after they left most of 
their property behind them. Under the terms 
of the commercial agreement Israel paid for a 
small percentage of her imports from Czechos- 
lovakia with a limited proportion of the emi- 
grants’ former possessions. None of these opera- 
tions was performed in the dark; they were all 
carried out in broad daylight. They were not 
the outcome of any underhand manipulation, 
but ‘of official and honorable negotiation be- 
tween accredited representatives of the two 
countries. There was no trickery involved in 
them, nor any attempt to take advantage of 
an imagined weakness of the opposite party or 
to damage vital interests; it was an arrange- 
ment freely entered into for mutual benefit. 


Israel representatives have never served as 
agents or spies of any foreign power. Only 
those to whom espionage and sabotage come na- 
turally as a matter of daily practice are capable 
of conceiving that such a fantastic charge can 
gain credence, and only those to whom inter- 
national relations are a tangled web of machina- 
tions woven in the dark can invent about the 
Ministers of Israel such stories of sinister plotting 
which every civilized citizen in a free country 
treats with ridicule and contempt. All the 
charges with which the Public Prosecution has 
sought to incriminate the leaders of the State 
of Israel must recoil on the heads of those who 
make them. If there is anything revealing in 
this sorry chapter, it is the world of ideas and 
impulses in which its authors live. 


History HAs ALREADY PASSED judgment upon 

those regimes which had recourse to the 
bogey of anti-Semitism in order to divert the 
attention of the masses of their people from 
their own troubles and the failures of their 
rulers, and to turn their hatred towards the 
Jews chosen as scapegoats. The liberation of 
Czechoslovakia from Hitler’s Storm ‘Troopers 
stands desecrated before the whole world by 
this attempt to revive his vile spirit within her 
borders. 








This campaign of vilification is calculated to 
serve as a threat to the Jews of Czechoslovakia 
and of the neighboring countries. Its object is 
to discredit the State of Israel in their eyes and 
to stamp out from their hearts their Jewish 
pride. It seeks to make them hated by the 
masses around them and to provide in advance 
justification for any future acts of discrimina- 
tion and persecution of which many become 
victims. 

In this hour our hearts are with the multitude 
of our fellow Jews, cut off from the main body 
of the Jewish people, and from any contact with 
the State of Israel—those who are forced to 
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bear the burden of their destiny in isolation and 
solitude. Our voice may not reach them, but 
our hearts are heavy with anxiety for them, for 
their well-being and their future fate. 


Our people is endowed with a long memory. 
It will never forget any act of help and kind- 
ness extended to it in its hour of need. It will 
ever recall all aid received for its salvation and 
the defense of its freedom. But the Prague trial 
has cast a dark, ugly blot on the record of friend- 
ship between the peoples of Israel and Czechos- 
lovakia. It has imposed a heavy, a grievous bur- 
den on the memory of the Jewish people. 


The Nature of Soviet Anti-Semitism 


by Shlomo Katz 


HE TRIAL IN PRAGUE has been justly con- 

demned as anti-Semitic. For some time it has 
been observed that anti-Semitism was being used 
as a weapon by the Soviet Union. The campaign 
against “cosmopolitans” and “rootless vaga- 
bonds,” the sly accentuation of discarded Jew- 
ish names of Soviet Jews who had fallen from 
favor and similar meaningful digs were all ap- 
plications of anti-Semitism in the struggle for 
power constantly raging in the Soviet Union. 
The trial in Prague marked a huge step forward 
in this direction. It bluntly evoked the image 
of a world Jewish conspiracy dedicated to the 
destruction of all that is good and fine on earth, 
namely, the Soviet Union and the Peoples De- 
mocracies. It provided Stalinist anti-Semitism 
with concrete physical and spatial objectives. 
Instead of the traditional vague anti-Semitic ob- 
jective of “Jews,” whom even anti-Semites often 
could not clearly define, it substituted the Zion- 
ist movement, which has specific physical reality 
as an organization with officers, a written pro- 
gram, publications, offices. In place of the mys- 
tic Elders of Zion who could not be tracked 
down and had no concrete visage, it set up Israel, 
a geographical entity, easily defined and pin- 
pointed (Indeed, in the communist press Tel 
Aviv is increasingly described as the origin of 
all lies—“‘a factory of lies”—about the Soviet 
Union. Not even Wall Street, or Washington 
or London equal it in this respect.) 

Many will nevertheless refuse to be reconciled 
to the idea that anti-Semitism is an integral 
part of Stalinist ideology. Their objections will 
take the following forms: (1) The Zionist 
movement was charged in Prague with being 
an enemy of the Peoples’ Democracies and of so- 


cialist construction. This is not equivalent to 
anti-Semitism. Many honest and unbiased non- 


communists—Jews and non-Jews—are also anti- — 


Zionist without being anti-Semitic. (2) The 
government of Israel was accused of engaging 
in espionage in Czechoslovakia. Most, perhaps 
all, governments engage in espionage. Why not 
Israel? (3) Hanging Israel agents does not im- 
ply anti-Semitism any more than the hanging 
of Chinese, Korean or Japanese spies would 
signify a special hostility toward the nations 
from which the spies came. (4) All “bourgeois 
nationalism” is reactionary. Why not Jewish 
bourgeois nationalism? 

There is a surface semblance of logic to these 
arguments. Those who cling desperately to the 
notion that communism and anti-Semitism are 
irreconcilable will seize upon this reasoning to 
bolster their faith. Indeed, were the Prague trial, 
and the drive against “‘cosmopolitans” and “root- 
less vagabonds” the only symptoms of commu- 
nist anti-Semitism it might be possible to under- 
rate their importance by belittling them as aber- 
rations, inexcusable blunders—but only blun- 
ders, not crimes—misguided applications of the 
principle of the means justifying the end. Then 
one could quote Soviet legislation against anti- 
Semitism and the Soviet vote in the UN in 
favor of the resolution approving the establish- 
ment of the State of Israel to counterbalance 
the Czech trial and to “prove” that fundament- 
ally the Soviet Union and its satellites are not 
anti-Semitic. 


THE FAULT of this type of reasoning is that 
it ignores the fundamental and unchanging 
aspects of Soviet policy toward the Jews and 
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considers only external and passing manifesta- 
tions. Judgment based on such changing symp- 
toms is bound to be erroneous because the Soviet 
Union and its satellites often change their tac- 
tics. By considering only temporary Soviet tac- 
tics one could conclude that the U. S. S. R. is 
pro-Jewish and anti-Jewish, pro-Nazi and anti- 
Nazi, in favor of coexistence with the capitalist 
countries and opposed to such coexistence. But 
the basic principles of communism—including 
its policy toward the Jews—do not change and 
are not altered by passing tactical digressions. 


A legend has been carefully nurtured through- 
out the world that the Soviet Union is an enemy 
of anti-Semitism. This legend dies hard. Even 
the trial in Prague will not destroy it. This 
legend was bolstered by such unmistakable facts 
as that the Bolsheviks, upon coming to power, 
stamped out pogroms in the Soviet Union; that 
residential, educational and many other restric- 
tions based on race and nationality have been 
done away with in the U. S. S. R. Millions 
throughout the world accepted the legend on 
the basis of the proof offered for it. 


What has been overlooked is that the above 
facts could be (and were) true, yet the legend 
was false from beginning to end. In order to 
answer the question: Is the Soviet Union anti- 
Semitic? It is necessary to go back to essentials 
and to answer the question: What is anti-Semi- 
tism? If by anti-Semitism we mean exclusion 
of Jews from summer resorts, or from medical 
colleges, or from residence in specific locations, 
or from holding certain public offices, then we 
must admit that there has been no anti-Semitism 
in the Soviet Union for many years. Even to- 
day, when Jews in the Soviet diplomatic service 
(a field of activity in which they were quite 
prominent in the early years of the Bolshevik 
revolution) are rarer than hen’s teeth and Jews 
holding high military rank seem to be no longer 
in existence, the Soviet apologists could still 
point to Kaganovitch to “prove” that there is 
no anti-Jewish bias in the Soviet Union. In- 
deed, the Jewish communist press leaps with 
glee every year when Stalin prizes of one sort 
or another are handed out in Russia and it de- 
tects among the winners some whose names 
sound Jewish—the only way of identifying 
them as Jews. They refuse to see the bitter 
irony behind their system, for by employing the 
same method one could point out that there are 
Negroes in the American Congress as “proof” 
that no anti-Negro policies are practiced in the 
United States. 


But if we correctly define anti-Semitism as 
the maintenance of a double standard to the 
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disadvantage of the Jews as a group, then the 
conclusion is inescapable that the Soviet Union 
is and always has been anti-Semitic, because the 
principles enunciated by Lenin and Stalin, which 
are the unquestioned Soviet Bible, clearly cast 
the Jews in a role different from that of other 
peoples and provide for discriminatory treat- 
ment. 


ONG BEFORE the Bolsheviks seized power in 
Russia, Lenin, and Stalin after him, faced 
the question of the Jewish people, its essence, 
its existence and its future. The question came 
up when the Bund (an anti-Zionist Jewish so- 
cialist organization which had a great follow- 
ing among the Jewish workers in Russia) sought 
admittance into the Social Democratic party of 
Russia—the party which then included Lenin 
and other later Bolshevik leaders—as an auto- 
nomous Jewish group. Lenin and the others 
were faced with a dilemma. Here was a workers’ 
organization that claimed to represent a national 
group. Was there such a thing as a Jewish na- 
tion? Where did it live? The Jewish people 
lived scattered throughout the world; in Russia 
they lived scattered throughout the Pale of 
Settlement. They had a distinctive religion, but 
revolutionary socialists were not interested in 
religion. They had a common historical past. 
They had a language—Yiddish—then spoken by 
most Jews in Russia, and another historical lan- 
guage, Hebrew, at that time not in common 
use with the exception of small groups of “‘senti- 
mentalists” in Palestine. Were languages and his- 
tory enough to define a people? As a historical 
materialist Lenin decided that this was not the 
case. Since Jews then had no territory of their 
own, where would Jewish revolutionary work- 
ers establish a dictatorship of the proletariat? 
Obviously, nowhere. Consequently, Lenin con- 
cluded, there was no such thing as a Jewish peo- 
ple. The Bund, Zionists, territorialists, all those 
affirming the existence of a distinct Jewish na- 
tionality were equally reactionary. It did not 
occur to Lenin that Jews might have a country 
cf their own five decades later, or that nation- 
hocd and territorial concentration were not 
necessarily synonymous. In 1903 Lenin laid 
down the law: “The scientifically absolutely un- 
founded idea concerning a distinct Jewish na- 
tion has a reactionary political significance . . .” 
The Master had spoken. 


Lenin and the Bolsheviks thought in over- 
simplified absolutes. Humanity is divided into 
classes. Classes struggle. The working class is 
historically destined to introduce socialism. Bol- 
sheviks are the vanguard of the working class. 
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Nations inhabit territories. Anything that did 
not readily fit these simple concepts was reac- 
tionary, wrong, and must be “smashed” or 
“crushed.” (Bolsheviks never “defeat” or “‘over- 
come” or “overpower”; they always “smash” 
or “crush,” as anyone familiar with communist 
literature knows.) In its attitude toward his- 
torical phenomena that did not fit its formu- 
las, Communi:.n has acted along the rule laid 
down for Orthodox Jews concerning manifesta- 
tions that appear unnatural: If a hen begins to 
crow like a rooster—have her slaughtered with- 
out delay. 


Tus, from the very beginning, basic Bolshevik 

ideology set the Jews apart as an exception to 
all other peoples of the earth, for the simple 
reason that Lenin and Stalin failed to understand 
Jewish history, and their materialist system was 
too rigid to account for the phenomenon of the 
scattered Jewish people. It was therefore ruled 
that all other nations were entitled to freedom 
(such freedom as is enjoyed under a Soviet re- 
gime), all other nations could develop their cul- 
tures (national in form, socialist in content) and 
speak and write their languages—as long as they 
had that material possession, a territory. If the 
Yakuts or the Samoyeds had no culture to speak 
of and even lacked an alphabet, that did not 
matter. They had a territory. The Soviet re- 
gime sent them philological Stakhanovites to de- 
vise an alphabet for them. But the Jews lacked 
a territory when Lenin edited Iskra. That took 
care of that. The edict went out: There was no 
such thing as a Jewish people and anyone who 
held otherwise was obviously an agent of what- 
ever country happened to be the chief enemy 
at the moment. 


This is basic anti-Semitism, first denying Jew- 
ish existence in principle, then depriving Jews 
of the right to exist as a people, when no other 
group is thus treated. Compared with this type 
of anti-Semitism, the western variety which re- 
stricts various rights of Jews, is relatively mild. 
This basic Soviet anti-Semitism did not begin 
with the campaign against “‘cosmopolitans.” It 
was in effect from the first days of the Soviet 
regime. At the very time that Soviet scholars 
were shaping a Yakut alphabet, Hebrew, one of 
the oldest written languages on earth, was pro- 
scribed. The Jewish people was proclaimed an 
apparition, its historical language a specter 
tongue. The Bolsheviks undertook to exorcise 
these apparitions with their own characteristic 
weapons—jail and exile, instead of black candles, 
incense and ram’s horn. 
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There were minor tactical deviations from 
this principle. For a time Yiddish was tolerated 
as a vehicle of Stalinist indoctrination. Now 
Yiddish, too, has been wiped out in the Soviet 
Union. There was the abortive attempt to es- 
tablish Biro Bidjan in Siberia as a Jewish terri- 
torial unit. These deviations were exceptions 
to the rule. Sometimes they were motivated by 
expediency, at other times they were inspired 
by persons on whom stringent Leninism rode 
lightly. Out of self interest the Soviet Union 
could vote for the establishment of Israel, be- 
cause it meant the expulsion of Great Britain 
from a position in the Middle East. For such a 
purpose the Soviet Union was willing to use 
even an apparition. The moment Israel’s war 
of independence ended, Moscow’s smile faded. 


NE OF THE REASONS why even opponents of 
the Soviet regime failed to grasp its basically 
anti-Semitic policy toward the Jewish people 
is that it has no important parallel today. In 
order to find a counterpart to Soviet anti-Semi- 
tism it is necessary to go back several centuries 
to the time of the Inquisition. Modern observ- 
ers automatically thought in terms of a Dreyfus 
case, the economic boycott against the Jews 
in pre-war Poland, the humiliation imposed on 
Jews in the Moslem countries and, finally, the 
biological anti-Semitism of the Nazis. Since 
they saw none of these policies inflicted on Jews 
in the Soviet Union, they failed to look farther 
and readily swallowed the communist propa- 
ganda pill that “there is no anti-Semitism in 
Russia.” 

Anti-Semitism as practiced at various times 
in history can be roughly classified in a number 
of main varieties. There was the anti-Semitism 
of complete intolerance when the hostility of 
the host population was of such intensity as to 
lead, sooner or later, to the elimination of the 
Jewish population from the country. In the 
Middle Ages this led to the expulsion of the 
Jews from several European countries. But this 
animosity was chiefly ideological (religious) not 
racial or economic. The Jew in medieval Catho- 
lic Europe could gain not only the right of 
residence but even access to the rank of nobility, 
if only he became converted to Catholicism. 
Noble Catholic families, proud of their lineage, 
were not averse to intermarriage with Jewish 
converts, and did not consider it a “degradation” 
of their “blood.” Economically, too, the Jew 
ceased to be an enemy upon conversion, even 
though he did not change his occupation. ft 
was the Jew’s religion that was an intolerable 
challenge to the Church in Europe. Once this 
affront was eliminated, the Jew was acceptable. 
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Another type of anti-Semitism long prevailed 
in Eastern Europe. Here Jews were restricted in 
many of their pursuits, but the hostility toward 
them was not sufficiently intense to make life 
completely intolerable. It was a twilight zone 
of oppression tempered by self-interest. Such 
was the situation in Poland for nearly a thou- 
sand years. The tension was punctuated by 
periodic outbursts of violence, after which the 
Jews resumed their “normal” lives. It was an 
ambivalent attitude on the part of the Gentile 
population, swinging from hostility to relative 
tolerance. Under these conditions Jews lived 
and increased for a thousand years. 


The anti-Semitism of the Moslem world most 
nearly resembled that of Eastern Europe, except 
for two modifying factors. One was the long 
period of flowering which the Moslem lands en- 
joyed during the Middle Ages at which time 
anti-Jewish feelings were at an ebb. Eastern 
Europe has had no such flowering to date. The 
other factor was Moslem hostility to Christianity 
and the frequent struggles with it. In this strug- 
gle the Jews were often considered almost as 
allies. 


Nineteenth century western anti-Semitism 
was perhaps the most tolerable. During an age 
marked by industrialization, worship of reason, 
increasing social stratification along economic 
lines and growing nationalism, anti-Jewish dis- 
crimination was largely social and national in 
character. The Jew was often considered an 
alien. He was rejected socially. His opportu- 
nities were restricted in sigr:ificant but not vital 
ways. But these animosivies were kept from 
overflowing into excesses by the pervading cli- 
mate of humanist rationalism. 


The outstanding example of anti-Semitism is, 
of course, German Nazism, which could not be 
placated by conversion or mollified by supplica- 
tion or escaped by emigration. It followed the 
Jews wherever it could reach them, always with 
the sole aim of exterminating them physically. 
Neither ideology nor faith, neither economic 
status nor willingness to collaborate availed 
against it. The Orthodox Jew and the free- 
thinker, the socialist and the conservative, the 
anti-Nazi and the quisling were alike doomed 
by it to extermination. 


Under the shock of recent years many have 
come to consider Nazism as ¢he expression of 
anti-Semitism and all other anti-Jewish mani- 
festations as merely milder variants of it. But 
this is not so. Nazi hostility to Jews is in a class 
by itself, not simply a magnification of earlier 
forms. The anti-Semitism of fifteenth century 
Spain, for instance, could not have led to the 
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total physical extermination of the Jews any 
more than Nazism could stop at their expulsion 
from territories under its rule. 


[7 Is THIs FIXATION on biological, cacial hatred 

of Jews as the only form of anti-Semitism 
that accounts for the prolonged failure to heed 
the essence of Soviet anti-Semitism. Since under 
the Soviets Jews are not molested on account 
of their descent, Russia was given a clean bill 
of health. The difference between Nazi and 
Soviet anti-Semitism, the first declaring that 
there should be no Jewish people, and proceeding 
to exterminate them, while the latter maintains 
that there is no such thing as a Jewish people 
and proceeds to deprive them of the right to 
lead a group life, has been interpreted in a way 
to whitewash the Soviet Union. 

Soviet anti-Semitism thus most nearly re- 
sembles that of medieval Catholic Spain. Both 
systems rejected the Jew not because of his race 
but on account of his beliefs as a Jew. Both sys- 
tems did not tolerate Jewish group existence. 
In both systems acceptance was made condition- 
al on renunciation of Jewishness—religion in the 
case of Spain, nationhood and culture in the 
case of the Soviet Union. 

The fact that the defendants in the Prague 
trial lied about their “Ziogist” activities and 
past is irrelevant. What is important to note is 
that the communist world has raised Zionism to 
the level of a crime punishable by death. Lenin’s 
dictum about the “reactionary significance” of 
“the idea concerning a distinct Jewish nation” 
has now been translated into the criminal codex 
of the entire communist world. 


But it is the practical aspect of the Prague 
trial that has baffled most analysts. Why, all 
commentators wonder, were Zionism and Israel 
dragged in so prominently at this particular time 
and place? There must be a reason for this. 
Such show trials are not staged haphazardly. The 
charges are carefully timed, the place scrupu- 
lously selected. What did world communism 
seek to gain from the injection of the anti-Jew- 
ish element? 


The answers generally given to these ques- 
tions are quite lame. Three are most commonly 
offered: (1) Jews were selected as scapegoats to 
cover the failure of the Czech government in 


_the field of economics, (2) By introducing a 


strong anti-Jewish element, the trial aimed to 
win Arab sympathy for the Soviet Union, (3) 
The anti-Jewish aspect of the trial was aimed 
at the Nazi elements in Germany. 


While the organizers of the Prague trial may 
have taken the above results into consideration, 
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it is highly improbable that these were their chief 
motives. We must not make the mistake of 
underestimating the political intelligence of the 
cominform leaders. It would have been un- 
speakably foolish of them to arrange a trial of 
this scope merely to impress the Arabs or the 
Germans. Arab sympathy could be gained much 
more easily and simply by voting in the UN for 
the internationalization of Jerusalem or the 
cession of territory by Israel to the Arabs. The 
same holds true regarding Soviet courtship of 
the Germans. German sympathies, both East 
and West, could be won much more easily by 
sponsoring the immediate unification of the 
country, something the Soviet Union already 
did. For this purpose it was not necessary to 
drag in Israel and Zionism. German anti-Semites 
know from past experience that their Jew- 
hatred would not stand in the way of an agree- 
ment with the U.S. S. R. It wasn’t a stumbling 
block in 1939, and it wouldn’t be in 1953. Nor 
were Jews per se needed as scapegoats. There is 
no dearth of other scapegoats in the Soviet 
mythology. 


THE CLUE to the anti-Jewish character of the 

Prague trial must therefore be sought else- 
where. Guides to the-meaning of the trial may 
perhaps be found in the following facts: (1) 
This was the first major mass purge trial staged 
since the communist party gained power out- 
side the Soviet Union, (2) The choice of Czech- 
oslovakia as the scene of the trial was not 
accidental. 


As long as the Soviet Union was the only 
country ruled by a Communist Party, the prob- 
lem of centrifugal nationalism within its bord- 
ers did net present a serious threat. It could 
easily be suppressed by police force. The estab- 
lishment of communist governments in coun- 
tries outside the immediate jurisdiction of the 
Soviet Union lent great force to the threat of 
national self-assertion against the Kremlin. Tito 
broke away. The Soviet Union had to face the 
problem vigorously. Czechoslovakia, which is 
the most “western” of the satellites, rather than 
Poland or Bulgaria, was the natural locale for 
the first major blow against incipient national- 
ism within the Soviet bloc. 


Then why were the defendants not charged 
simply with Czech nationalism? Why was 


Zionism dragged in, a movement whose objec- 
tive lies a thousand miles away from Prague, 
and which cannot have any appreciable follow- 
ing in Czechoslovakia because so few Jews are 
left in the country? 
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The answer, which will seem far-fetched to 
western type of reasoning, is that in the Soviet 
mythology Jewish nationalism—Zionism—rep- 
resents the essence of nationalist heresy because 
it was thus defined by Lenin. Czech, Rumanian, 
Polish “bourgeois nationalisms” are also harmful, 
and to that extent they too are “Zionist.”* 


THERE arE frightening corollaries to this new 

stage in the development of the Soviet policy 
toward the Jews. We may justifiably expect 
that whatever semblance of Jewish group life 
still exists in the satellite countries will soon be 
wiped out. In the Soviet Union the process of 
national and cultural obliteration of the Jews 
is so far advanced that there is very little left 
to obliterate. In Poland, Rumania and Hungary 
this process is not nearly so far advanced and the 
implementation of the new line may mean prison 
or exile for thousands. We may also assume 
that no further permits to emigrate to Israel 
will now be granted (with the possible exception 
of propaganda stunts like the recent one when 
Stalin personally permitted one old Jewish wo- 
man to join her children in Israel). The fate 
of the thousands who have already submitted 
applications for passports is not to be envied. 
Any contact with Israel, or any desire to estab- 
lish contact, may henceforth be considered as 
proof of criminal intent. 

Finally, the trial has farreaching implications 
for Israel. Bolsheviks are weirdly consistent, if 
nothing else. They never modify their basic 
principles, and Lenin’s and Stalin’s pronounce- 
ments on the Jewish nation are such unalterable 
crede-. Should Soviet power ever reach the 
Middle East, Israel’s doom would appear to be 
sealed. The country would be wiped off the 
map as a political unit, its Jewish inhabitants 
scattered to the corners of the earth. Other 
national groups have been exiled by the Soviet 
government for lesser sins. Israel’s case is more 
serious. Not only does Israel refuse to be sub- 
servient to Soviet political needs—its very ex- 
istence is a slap in the face of communist dogma. 


* To illustrate this type of communist reasoning it is 
interesting to cite a question addressed to the editor of 
the communist daily Freiheit some time ago. The reader 
asked why Tito is so often described as a Trotzkyite in 
the communist press when, in fact, he never knew Trotzky 
or collaborated with Trotzkyite organizations? The editor 
answered to this effect: It is true that Tito never khew or 
worked with Trotzky or Trotzkyite organizations. But 
Trotzkyism no longer signifies a set of ideas. Trotzkyism 
means “wrecking”; Tito is also a “wrecker”; consequent- 
ly Tito is a Trotzkyite. Communist attitude toward Zion- 
ism falls in the same category of generalization. It would 
therefore not be surprising if at some future purge trial 
in China the defendants pleaded guilty to Zionism. 
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Dark Days Ahead for Mapam 


by Ben Halpern 


Jerusalem 


Eves SINCE MORDECAI OREN made his ill-fated 

sidetrip to Prague almost a year ago and 
was arrested there, everyone knew that sooner 
or later he would be made a party to some sgrt 
of demonstration trial. Yet with all the fore- 
warning, it came as.a stunning blow when the 
curtain was suddenly thrown aside and we saw 
how directly Oren, and Zionism, and the “bour- 
geois Jews” were spotlighted and vilified in this 
new production. The Mapam groups, particu- 
larly, lost their last hope for an easy escape. But 
all others as well, who might also have hoped 
that Zionism would be more or less a side-show 
in the big denunciation of Slansky, and that 
Oren would at most be involved in a relatively 
minor connection, were made to face the real 
potentialities for the Jewish future in what was 
transpiring in Eastern Europe. The basic indict- 
ment against Slansky and his associates was the 
incredible charge that they had all along been 
secret Zionists, that they had aided the State of 
Israel and helped Jews (sometimes taking pro- 
perty) emigrate there, and that in this way they 
had allied themselves with Wall Street to under- 
mine the Czechoslovak People’s Republic. Oren’s 
role in this shabby drama was equally offensive. 
He was made to confess himself a spy acting as 
liaison between the Slansky .group and Yugo- 
slay and Wall Street counter-revolutionaries. 
In his testimony he was made to involve past 
and present Israeli diplomatic representatives in 
Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia. 

For the public at large, the scale of these ac- 
cusations, the fact that they were directed 
squarely against Zionism and the way they ex- 
ploited old anti-Semitic stereotypes finally forced 
a sharp revision in the Israeli attitude toward 
the Soviet sphere, a revision which, to be sure, 
had been long maturing. Starting with extreme- 
ly high credit in the eyes of Israeli public opin- 
ion, the Soviets and their satellites have steadily 
earned themselves greater ill fame. The caprici- 
ous treatment of emigrating Jews, the purges 
of Jews, the playing-up of anti-Semitic motifs 
in trials of prominent Jewish Communists and 
the banishment of so-called ‘tcosmopolitan” 
Jewish intellectuals, all had their effect. But 
never before had these anti-Jewish and anti- 
Zionist tendencies been made so clearly the very 
center of a major political purge. The signific- 
ance of Prague’s ostentatious denunciation of 


the “Jewish bourgeois” and the Zionist had to 
be seriously faced. 

The most reluctant interpreters had to see in 
it a foreign policy gambit on the part of the 
East, a bid to the Arabs. But the greater fear, 
which hardly anyone could evade any longer, 
was of further anti-Jewish measures: the mass 
transfer of Jews from frontiers to forced labor 
inland, and an even greater currying favor with 
traditional anti-Semitic elements in the satellite 
populations. The position as summed up by 
Moshe Sharett in the statement submitted to 
the Knesset on November 24, expressed with 
admirable clarity and conciseness the general 
view. 


For THE vast Majority of the population, this 
statement expressed the concensus of Israeli 
opinion. On November 25, the Knesset by an 
overwhelming majority adopted the statement 
as the basis of its own resolution. For Mapam, 
however, the government resolution offered a 
possible outlet from its embarrassment. It gave 
them a chance to make their own comment on 
the Prague affair in the form of a dissent not 
only from the trial, but from its condemnation 
by the Israel government. The document is re- 
markable enough to be presented in full. 


In the course of the Knesset debate, Mr. 
Eliezer Peri rose to read the following statement 
on behalf of Mapam: ‘1) The United Workers’ 
Party (Mapam) is shocked at the effort to in- 
volve in the Prague trial Zionism as a whole, 
for in its very essence Zionism is a movement 
to rescue and liberate the most persecuted of 
peoples in its historic homeland; the United 
Workers’ Party vigorously rejects the general 
accusations levelled against Zionism. The fact 
that in Zionism, as in any liberation movement, 
reactionary elements are active is not enough 
to annul the progressive character of our nation- 
al liberation movement. 

“At the same time, the delegation of Mapam 
in the Knesset totally rejects the statement of 
the Foreign Minister on behalf of the govern- 
ment which exploits the Prague trials in order 
to conduct anti-Communist agitation, serving 
the ends of imperialist preparation for anti- 
Soviet aggression. We deny the accusation of 
Nazism against that power which played the 
decisive role in crushing Hitlerism and saving 
the surviving remnant. 
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“2) The United Workers’ Party regards it- 
self as an inseparable part of the world revolu- 
tionary camp, headed by the Soviet Union. We 
will stand without flinching at the side of the 
countries of Socialism and Popular Democracy 
in their struggle to achieve Socialism and in then 
self-defense against the enemy, domestic and 
foreign. No attacks nor vilification shall move 
us from our position, to which we have been 
faithful for a generation and a half through 
the severest of trials. With heads high and firm 
tread, with halutz devotion, we will carry out 
our Zionist, our labor mission just as we will 
keep faith with our revolutionary Socialist 
program. 


3) The State of Israel arose as the fruit of 
the movement for Jewish national revival, 
through an anti-imperialist war of liberation, 
with the decisive aid of the Soviet Union and the 
Peoples’ Democracies, and for the purpose of 
serving as the beginning of the ingathering of 
the exiles of the Jewish people. The Socialist 
countries and Peoples’ Democracies wrote a 
glorious chapter in the history of the very foun- 
dation of the State of Israel, through their aid 
in the struggle for independence, in speeding 
weapons of defense and in opening their doors 
for Jewish emigration. . 


“The development of the reactionary forces 
in the Zionist movement and the State of Israel 
has a share in distorting the true picture of the 
national liberation movement of the Jewish peo- 
ple. We repeat here that the existence of these 
reactionary forces does not justify the public 
prosecutor in the Prague trial in besmirching 
the progressive character of our liberation move- 
ment, or in connecting Zionism with a group 
of accused who have no ties with, but had al- 
ways bitterly fought, their people. 


“We repeat with the utmost emphasis to the 
forces of peace and Socialism in the world that 
our struggle for the solution of the Jewish na- 
tional problem, for the territorial concentration 
of the Jewish people in its homeland, for democ- 
racy and the independence of the State of Israel, 
is in full harmony with the cause of freedom 
and peace of all progressive humanity. 


“4) The United Workers Movement repeats 
and emphasizes that to.the best of its knowl- 
edge, our comrade Mordecai Oren, who was en- 
gaged on a public mission, is innocent of any 
crime. We are convinced that his hands are 


clean and cannot imagine any hostile act on his 
part against the Czechoslovak government. We 
are sure that only a chance complication led to 
the charges against Mordecai Oren, and we hope 
for his release and speedy return home.” 


‘ 
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WITH THIs sTATEMENT Mapam reached, for its 

own immediate and internal purposes, a 
much better position than it had been able to 
in the few days earlier, ever since the blow had 
fallen. Among those who listened to their radios 
with the most anxious interest from the begin- 
ning of the trial were the Mapam leaders, and 
chief among them the Hashomer Hatzair, Oren’s 
particular comrades. The next day Mapam had 
to react editorially in its paper, Al Hamishmar. 
The decision was not easy, particularly for Ha- 
shomer Hatzair. Together with a group led by 
Dr. Moshe Sneh, their leaders had dominated 
Mapam and were inexorably driving and dis- 
ciplining it into the shape of a centralized, regi- 
mented Cominform party. They felt them- 
selves more than equal to the Israel Communist 
Party in the rivalry for ultimate Communist 
recognition. But now they and their representa- 
tive Oren were cast fully into the center of the 
alleged Zionist plot against Communist Czech- 
oslovakia. Should they repudiate Oren, accept 
the Prague trial in full, as they had so many 
before, and join the Israel Communist Party, 
if not in denouncing Zionism, then at least in 
assent by silence? 

This was the counsel of Dr. Moshe Sneh and 
his group. For the first time, Hashomer Ha- 
tzair now gave up their alliance with Sneh and 
joined the minority in Mapam, centering around 
leaders of Hakibbutz Hameuhad. They defend- 
ed at least their own Zionism and their own man, 
Oren, against the Prague charges. The position 
Was not an easy one. It became easier, psycho- 
logically, at least, in the Knesset debate. Here 
Moshe Sharett’s statement gave them an instance 
of “reactionary Zionism” to attack and so per- 
mitted them to demonstrate their loyalty to 
Stalin. At the same time the furious attack 
their own statement provoked made them close 
ranks—at least temporarily. 

The Mapam lot is far from being a happy one 
even today. Until Sneh and Hashomer Hatzair 
parted company on Prague, the Kibbutz Meu- 

minority was under increasing pressure. 
More and more of its leaders grew doubtful if 
it were worthwhile to continue the fight against 
the full Bolshevization of Mapam. But they 
had burnt so many bridges behind them in their 
fight against Mapai in the Kibbutz Meuhad that 
they had nowhere to return. They had invested 
their entire political future in Mapam. The 
prospect was that they would hold on in Mapam 
until purged. Now that Hashomer Hatzair, at 
least temporarily, is balking at the price of full 
Bolshevization, the hope for saving Mapam as 
a whole as a non-Bolshevik fellow-travelling 
party, may suddenly seem greater. 
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But if the party is paradoxically consolidated 
by its misfortune, the future seems black. The 
position of the party’s Knesset statement is un- 
tenable. No matter how many hints Mapam 
may give Moscow on how “reactionary Zionism” 
ought properly to be defined, the matter has 
now been settled—and not on Mapam’s terms. 
Reactionary Zionism means encouraging Jewish 
emigration from countries in the Soviet sphere, 
trying to transfer Jewish property from that 
sphere. These crimes Mapam—except Sneh and 
his group—cannot wipe out of its credo. Nor 
will it pass simply to defend Oren on grounds 
of unexplained circumstantial complications, on 
alleged misunderstandings. Oren confessed! Is 
Mapam going to question the basic procedures 
of Soviet-style justice? 
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The matter will not rest. Oren was only a 
witness in the Slansky trial. How many more 
will he testify at before he, too, is tried and 
punished for his “crimes?” And what about 
other Mapam people involved? Raphael Ben- 
Shalom, implicated in the ‘‘Zionist plot,” is secre- 
tary of the Israel-Soviet Friendship League. Will 
Mapam defend him, too? Can he now keep 
this post? The rough days are only beginning 
and not everyone will be able to stomach the 
consequences. 

At a meeting of the Hebrew University Stu- 
dent Association following the Knesset debate, 
Haim Guri, a young Mapam poet, could not 
take the bland official presentation by the Ma- 
pam representative. He rose and in bitter words 
uttered his dissent. He is only the first. 








About the Devil 


An Interview with Maurice Samuel Concerning 
His Latest Book "The Devil That Failed" 


Q. This book is such a radical departure from any- 
thing you've written before—unless you've 
been carrying on clandestinely under a pseudo- 
nym that your faithful and astonished readers 
want an explanation. What made you write 
a book which the jacket describes as “half a 
thriller and half a parable’—and not a Jew 
in sight? é 

- A. Ihave not been “carrying on’”—as you in- 

vidiously put it—either under a pseudonym 

or bepharhessyah. 1 just haven’t the energy 
for. two careers—or the modesty to conceal 
one of them. I don’t know, either, what 
would constitute an explanation. The Na- 
tional Jewish Post recently offered one, in 

a friendly and compassionate article, aver- 

ring that I had turned to this form of writ- 

ing out of sheer weariness with the Jewish 
public, which wasn’t buying my books on 

Jewish subjects in large enough quantities. 

But that was a guess, and hopelessly wide 

of the mark. I’ve never felt that it was a 

public duty to buy my books; and if I have 

faithful readers, as you suggest—though 
there is something disheartening in the 
thought of a “faithful” reader—their as- 

tonishment at what I’ve done is very mild 

compared with mine at their existence. Ex- 

cuse me if I sound a little cantankerous. 

The fact is I don‘t really know what made 

me write this book. I can only tell you that 

the basic subject matter haunted me for 


several years. But then you’d want to know 
why it haunted me. And I’m still trying 
to find out. 


Q. Which is the more important half of your book, 
the “thriller” or the “parable?” 


A. That’s like asking me which is more charac- 
teristic of the baigle, the hole in the middle 
or the material surrounding it. It had to 
be a thriller in order to be a parable of 
what I wanted to say. And if it’s an unsuc- 
cessful thriller, if it doesn’t thrill, the para- 
ble is not conveyed. I found myself want- 
ing to put into story form the desperate 
excitement, indeed, the life-and-death ex- 
citement of the universal question: “Am 
I something defined by eternal values, or 
am I only what people say I am?” J had 
to put the protagonist into a situation 
which made the question palpable and 
down-to-earth, not abstract and _ philoso- 
phical; and his life had to depend on the 
answer. If the reader doesn’t get involved 
in the hero’s frenzied search for an absolute 
yardstick; if the reader doesn’t also ask 
himself: ‘‘How on earth is he going to de- 
termine his dimensions when there’s a con- 


«  Spiracy to keep all outside information 


' from him?”—in short, if I don’t trap the 
reader inte ihe realization that this is his 
problem, then the thriller is no thriller and 
the parable is no parable. 








Going back to your first question—not 
a Jew in sight. The question: “Am I some- 
thing defined by eternal values, or am I 
only what people say I am?” has borne 
hardest on the Jew, for reasons I don’t need 
to expound here. To this extent, then, I 
can say that the basic subject matter has 
haunted me, not just for several years, but 
ever since I’ve been hauntable. 

How closely is your “Twentieth Century Gulli- 
ver” modelled on Swift's hero? 

If you mean, how much did I owe to Gulliv- 
er’s Travels for the original idea of the 
story, I find the answer difficult. I might 
just as well have got it from Wells’ Food of 
the Gods. After I got it, I soon thought of 
Gulliver among the Lilliputians or the 
Brobdingnagians. As for the spirit of the 
book, it certainly does not derive from 
Swift. I have put into my hero’s mouth 
my own views on Swift: “I do not care for 
him, except as a stylist. His bitterness re- 
pels me. His contempt for humanity 
springs from frustrated ambition, not out- 
raged nobility of character.” But when I 
got down to the story itself, to my kid- 
napped hero in the isolated sanatorium, to 
the weird people who ministered to him, to 
the fundamental question: “Am I a freak, 
and these people are normal, or is it the 
other way round?”—when I got down to 
these structural problems, I suddenly found 
Swift useful. 

How did you solve the problem of dimensional 
relationships so brilliantly portrayed in the 
book? 

That’s an interesting question and, if I may 
say so, very well put. I had, of course, a 
purpose totally different from Swift’s. 
When he made the Lilliputians one-twelfth 
of the height of Gulliver, and the Brobding- 
nagians twelve times as tall, he was obvious- 
ly inventing a fairy tale. He could then 
talk sneeringly about the King of the Lilli- 
putians who “towered” majestically above 
his subjects by the breadth of a finger; or 
disgustedly about the delicate Brobding- 
nagian court beauties with their coarse 
skins and enormous pimples. He didn’t 
have to worry about scientific probabilities. 
But the dilemma of my hero is real. Either 
he is a miserable giant, like Machnow, a 
real figure; or else his captors are pygmies, 
real figures we see in freak shows. 

I had to be very careful indeed to ex- 
clude from the sanatorium in which my 
hero is imprisoned anything that would be- 
tray the reality of the situation. He has to 
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be cut off from the world. Nothing is ad- 
mitted from the outside which might give 
him. an objective picture. He receives no 
books—except such as his captors permit 
him. He receives no periodicals, or tele- 
phone calls. The conspiracy to deform his 
mind has to be sustained in the objects 
surrounding him as well as in the talk. And 
so every article is scrutinized by his cap- 
tors, who ask themselves: ‘“‘Will he be able, 
from examining this object, to deduce his 
absolute size—and ours?” 

It was an interesting job designing the 
props according to this formula. I read the 
books in manuscript to several friends, 
among them a number of scientists, and I 
asked whether, given these data, my hero 
could have measured his own dimensions. 
I am glad to say that neither they, nor 
others who have read the book since pub- 
lication, have so far discovered a flaw in 
the Iron Curtain conspiracy thrown about 
my hero. 

I am somewhat surprised that none of my 
pre-publication readers could answer the 
riddle propounded by the hero’s dilemma. 
However you choose to classify The Devil That 
Failed, thriller, allegory, or satire, what is its 
moral for our time? 

Pretty much what it would have been for 
any time, but with more poignancy. The 
desire to control other people’s minds, and 
their picture of the world, is probably 
older than civilization. Propaganda was 
born with the first orator. But it is only 
in the last half century or so that the de- 
vices of deception have been systematized, 
extended, refined, and linked with immense 
technological resources. ‘They have also 
been given status. The study and applica- 
tion of propaganda techniques is a respect- 
able branch of social science. The danger is 
great enough when, in democratic coun- 
tries, propaganda—called advertising, pub- 
licity, public relations, political campaign- 
ing—is considered only a venial sin, if that, 
when it ought to rank as a criminal offense, 
together with the sale of narcotics. At least 
in democratic countries it is permitted to 
study propaganda with a view to exposing 
it. But when a state comes into absolute 
control of the instruments of propaganda, 
the consequences are unforeseeable. Liter- 
ally unforeseeable. The twists of mind 
which can be produced in a captive peo- 
ple are limited only by the imagination of 
the captors and the mass of their control 
equipment. Huxley’s Brave New World 
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and Orwell’s 1984 are only first hints of 
the possibilities. 

I placed my hero.in a perfectly ‘“con- 
trolled” environment, and I gave his cap- 
tors free reign—at least, to the extent of 
my ingenuity. While the physical environ- 
ment was designed to unhinge his concept 
of tangible reality, his captors badgered him 
continuously to prevent him from doing 
such objective thinking as was still possible. 
And the only recourse he had was to re- 
establish contact with an eternal verity. 

I led his mind to that verity—in this 
instance a scientific verity—through the 
recolletion of something his father had 
taught him, something, also, that went 
back to his grandfather. This is one of the 
most deliberate parts of the book, and I 
want to pause on it. When I got my hgo 
into his dilemma, when I had him proper- 
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ly trapped and fooled and bamboozled, I 
discovered that I had no way of getting 
him out. I couldn’t answer the riddle I 
had propounded. And I wanted something 
more than a trick. It had to be something 
leading back to the tradition of man’s up- 
ward climb, a hint at the father-to-son 
accumulation of knowledge. I believe I 
found both the technical and the spiritual 
implement without a dishonesty of struc- 
ture, without stultifying the plot. The 
moral might be summarized thus: the re- 
sistance to the tyranny of thought-con- 
trollers is a continuation of man’s tradition- 
al search for absolute truth. 

Q. Mr. Samuel, would you do it again? 

A. I don’t think so. If the book is good, let 
it be remembered as a happy accident; and 
if it isn’t, let it be forgotten as an unhappy 
one. 


Elat—Israel’s Window To The East 


by Charles M. Segal 


ODERN ISRAEL is taking up where King 

Solomon left off 3,000 years ago and build- 

ing the seaport of Elat on the Gulf of Aqaba— 
the eastern arm of the Red Sea. 

Today, this strategic town at the southern 
extreme of the Negev is fighting for its life. 
For three-year-old Elat it is not only a fight 
against Arab infiltration and attack, but also 
for the creation of a civilian economy. 

Elat is situated at the head of the Gulf of 
Aqaba. It is hemmed in by the Arab states of 
Trans-Jordan, Egypt and Saudi Arabia, and 
access to it through the Red Sea depends upon 
the good-will ofits now hostile Moslem neigh- 
bors. Its future development as a seaport and 
commercial center—with outlets to Africa, In- 
dia and the Far East—is in large measure con- 
tingent upon the conclusion of peace treaties 
between Israel and these three Arab countries. 

They call Elat a town, but it is less than that. 
Its site today covers 500 dunams, and its 500 
civilian inhabitants are housed in tents and some 
30 buildings—single-storied and of frame con- 
struction. Plans call for the expansion of Elat 
to 800 dunams and a population of 20,000, but 
this may easily take many years of concentrated 
effort. 

When I was there a few months ago, I saw 
them building half a dozen adobe huts near the 
Kupat Holim Clinic—a two-and-a-half room 
health center, staffed by one permanent nurse 


and a doctor. A new doctor is posted there 
every three months. Private living quarters for 
both the doctor and the nurse are set aside in 
the other half of the building. 

There is a Solel Boneh Workshop in Elat 
where vehicles and machinery can be repaired. 
There are also branches of the Histadrut market- 
ing and consumers cooperatives—Tnuva and 
Hamashbir. A special hut—Histadrut House— 
is the meeting “hall” of the community, where 
lectures are held and films shown twice weekly. 
Here the library—such as it is—is housed. Elat 
also has an amphitheatre. When Jascha Heifetz 
played there about a year-and-a-half ago, hun- 
dreds converged upon Elat from as far north 
as Beersheba to attend the concert. 

Elat has its own bakery; all other food— 
vegetables, meat, milk and other beverages— 
are brought in by air or truck. While some of 
the fish used is caught in the Gulf, a good deal 
is still brought from Israel’s northern cities 
and settlements. 

Standing apart by the water is the Histadrut 
Hotel, which can accommodate about 30 guests. 
Here visitors and some of the townsfolk buy 
their meals and- drinks—beer, soda and citrus 
juices—and congregate to exchange yarns and 
experiences. 

In the midst of all this, on a knoll stands a 
hut dignified by the name of Government House. 
This single-story building is divided into sec- 
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tions used as kitchen and dormitory with mod- 
ern showers and toilet facilities. It has an office 
for the District Officer, and a room referred to 
as “The Museum,” where specimens of mineral 
ores of the region, corals from the Gulf and os- 
sified sea animals are on exhibit. 


OST OF ELAT’S INHABITANTS are men engaged 
in building operations for Solel Boneh or in 

work for the Israel Mining Company which is 
now seeking copper, iron, manganese, gypsum, 
mica and other minerals nearby. A censored 
number of troops are stationed at the army 
camp. There are about 50 married couples in 
Elat; only 12 children. Doctors are still dis- 
couraging parents from bringing children not 
born in Elat to live there because of the shortage 
of food, water, and the intense heat. There are 
no air-conditioning units available. However, 
the Moetzet Hapoalot recently established a nur- 
sery there. 
_ The ruggedness of the frontier life makes it 
difficult to attract permanent settlers. There 
are few luxuries; no fineries. You can compare 
Elat to the “Wild West” towns of early Nine- 
teenth Century America. The people of Elat 
dress in non-descript khaki clothing, some wear- 
ing Arab headwear, stocking caps or broad- 
brimmed cowboy hats. It is not uncommon to 
see the men toting guns or carrying rifles along 
the unsurfaced, sandy paths which are slated 
to become streets sometimes soon—they hope. 

Although there are the beginnings of family 
life in Elat, most of the people—Yemenites, 
Iraqis, Moroccans, and East European Jews— 
are workers who left their families in Tel Aviv, 
Jerusalem or other places. They stay on the 
“as for three weeks, then go home on.a week’s 
eave. 


Communications between Elat and the outside 
world are bad. One can fly to Elat from the 
Lydda Airport via Arkia, Israel Inland Air Line 
—owned jointly by El Al Airlines and the 
Histadrut—in one hour and 25 minutes. Or 
one can spend 18 hours in one of the buses run 
by the Dan Bus Cooperative, making the same 
trip over the bumpy terrain. It costs about 24 
Israeli pounds for a round trip by air; four or 
five pounds by bus. Buses are guarded by heavily 
armed convoys since they travel through areas 
where Arab infiltration is rampant. One can 
get in and out of Elat—by either method—once 
a day. Travel facilities should. be considerably 
improved with the completion of the new road 
through the Wadi Araba and the construction 
of the long-rumored Araba Railroad. But as 
things stand today, it is easy to see why there 
is such a sense of isolation beneath the broiling 
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sun that beats down on the town on the Gulf 
of Aqaba. 

When the first settlers came to Elat three 
years ago they found water, but it was not 
fit for drinking purposes since it contained large 
quantities of chlorine and magnesium. 

Some of the geologists who were sent down 
found enough water for a population of 5000 
at Be’er Ora, about 15 kilometers away. When 
they searched further, they discovered another 
water source near the village of Ain Radian, 
about 30 kilometers from Elat. This could serve 
a population of from 15,000 to 20,000 for 
drinking and household needs. 

The Mekorot Water Company—owned by the 
Histadrut and the Jewish Agency—is now pip- 
ing water to Elat from Be’er Ora and Ain Ra- 
dian. But this water still has considerable 
amounts of chlorine and magnesium in it which 
the Israelis try to offset with fruit juices. The 
lack of proper refrigeration does not make it 
more palatable. 


[N ELAT ONE BECOMEs instantly aware of the 

fact that a state of war still exists between 
Israel and the Arab states. There is an air of 
tension underneath the surface calm. For al- 
though Elat is within Israeli territory, it is ac- 
tually a No Man’s Land, where the people must 
be constantly on the alert against bands of Arab 
snipers. 

I arrived in Elat two days after five Israeli 
guards had been killed guarding copper mining 
installations about 18 kilometers north of Elat. 
No one knew who the marauding Arabs were, 
whether they were Arab army units, wandering 
Bedouins, or hashish smugglers. Judging from 
the condition of the bodies it was evident that 
the attackers killed for the sake of killing. The 
day before I came, officials of the United Na+ 
tions Mixed Armistice Commission were down 
to investigate the murders. They stopped at the 
hotel at Elat, bought a couple of drinks, and left. 

During Israel’s War of Liberation, there had 
been no real fighting in the neighborhood once 
the Arabs had fled. But several months ago, the 
Israelis noticed Arabs passing through the area. 
Recently, they began active attacks. 

That night, about 10 o’clock, we were inter- 
rupted by sudden flashes of fire and gunshots. 
Army vehicles began moving about the town. 
We didn’t know what was happening. Half an 
hour later things were quiet again. “If there 
is to be any trouble here,” we were told, “‘it 
will probably come between midnight and 2:00 
A.M.” 


The next morning I learned that the nearby 


fishing village on the Egyptian frontier had 
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been attacked. One Israeli fisherman had been 
wounded. 

Shortly after my arrival in Elat, I was taken 
in a truck for a trip to the mining camp at 
Be’er Ora and a tour of the copper exploration 
works in the Wadi Araba. Avraham Dor, a 
husky, ruddy - complexioned, pleasant - looking 
man in his mid-forties, was in charge of the 
party. He is the chief mining engineer of the 
Israel Mining Company. 

There were nine of us in the truck—actually 
an arms carrier—when we were joined by two 
mining engineers, who were. armed with rifles. 
Dor and our driver carried revolvers. It felt 
odd to be under guard. 

The Wadi Araba is an extraordinary ravine 
created millions of years ago by a double fault 
in the slipping earth’s crust. Its strangely pic- 
turesque crags of red, pink, yellow and black 
limestone jut out of the flinty desert. Here, the 
heat is killing and waterless. This was the “great 
and terrible wilderness” through which Moses 
led the Children of Israel. 

Today, the ridges of the Wadi Araba are 
guarded by Israelis. One can see the khaki-clad 
sentries standing guard in the glare of the scorch- 
ing sun. Dor was talking about the mining pros- 
pects in the area. “The remains of ancient iron 
and copper mines found in the Negev have 
shown that a mining industry existed here in 
antiquity, particularly in King Solomon’s time,” 
he said. ‘The question is: are there minerals 
here in sufficient quantities to warrant mining?” 

Dor said that Israel’s only -hope was in the 
black volcanic mountains of the Negev. ““That’s 
where mineral deposits are usually found. There 
is such an outcrop at the eastern end of the 
Sinai extending into the Negev.” We saw these 
volcanic formations in the shimmering distance 
as we sped on to Be’er Ora. 


BER ora was founded early in 1951 with 20 

men and two tents. Now, there are 130 
men and seven women and a large number of 
wooden huts. 

We ate in the mess hall with the engineers. 
We—the visitors—were given a special table. 
The flies were thick about us and made it diffi- 
cult to eat—vegetable soup, some thinly-cut 
slices of meat, and tea—out of our tin utensils. 
"It wasn’t particularly hygienic; but then noth- 
ing around there is. We hit on a plan to keep 
the flies off our food. We took turns fanning 
the flies away with our caps while the others 
ate. It worked. 

After lunch—and an hour’s rest in one of 
the huts—we left for the King Solomon mines 
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and the Wadi Timma, where the Israelis had 
sunk the first copper shaft. We traveled ahead 
in the mine trucks; the Belgian ard Israeli en- 
gineers behind in a jeep. Our two gu2rds stayed 
with us. Driving over the rutted, rocky trails 
our guards casually scanned ridges that loomed 
about us in grotesque fashion. 

Dor told us that copper and manganese ores— 
the latter unknown in the days of King Solo- 
mon—occur extensively in the area. Copper 
ore is spread over a wide region in sedimentary 
rocks which outcrop in certain places and dip. 
gradually under increasing layers of sterile for- 
mations. From the viewpoint of composition 
and concentration, the ore would lend itself to 
easy extraction through which most of its cop- 
per content could be recovered. 

“The composition of the manganese ore is 
from many points of view quite satisfactory,” 
Dor said. “We hope that through suitable meth- 
ods of concentration a product of sufficiently 
high grade for world export markets can be ob- 
tained. Israel’s own requirements of manganese 
—which is used mainly in the manufacture of 
steel alloys—will remain comparatively small 
in the foreseeable future. But the present world 
shortage of manganese ore, especially among the 
Western industrial powers, should make manga- 
nese an important addition to Israel’s exports.” 

Extensive evidence of iron ore has been found 
to justify a thorough geological survey and 
mining exploration. But the scope the mining 
operations involved is tremendous. Neverthe- 
less, the Israelis are still thinking in terms of 
exploiting the Negev’s iron deposits if the finds 
prove large and rich enough. 

We saw the archaelological fragments of the 
ancient mining and smelting sites; miners’ huts, 
workers’ encampments, small furnaces and great 
heaps of slag from the initial roasting process. 
Nearby a copper shaft had been sunk into the 
mountain 70 feet to trace the promising veins. 
When the expected American ventilating equip- 
ment arrived, they expected to be able to dig 
deeper. About 200 yards from the shaft’s en- 
trance, they were engaged in open cast mining 
not far from evidence of two smelters dating 
back to Solomon. 

There was talk about the new veins which 
prospectors had discovered in the wadi. There 
was talk about building a refinery on the spot 
and shipping the refined ore northward for ex- 
port. There was talk about building a refinery 
at Elat and of shipping the ore to the seaports 
by air until the new Araba road is built. It is 
a fascinating game popular in Israel—to talk 
about the future. 
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English Jewry-Is This Its Last Century? 


by Emanuel Litvinoff 


HIS CENTURY has presented world Jewry with 
its most revolutionary development since 
Israel lost its regional character and entered into 
its rich, tragic but magnificent history of exile. 

Since the second dispersion Jews have been 
homeless except inside their tradition and have 
turned exile into an empire by so adapting them- 
selves to homelessness that they contrived to 
survive in any alien society, no matter how 
friendless. In fact, the hostility of European 
civilization has been one of the principal fac- 
tors in Jewish survival and inside it they estab- 
lished their own dispersed society whose aston- 
ishing flexibility and tenaciousness enabled it to 
endure. 

Two things have happened in this century 
to mark it as the watershed where Jewish his- 
tory enters on a new course. The first of these 
is the destruction of European Jewry which 
fundamentally disorganized the structure of 
world Jewry. The second is the establishment 
of a territorial Jewish basis in the land of Israel, 
terminating the history of exile and placing an 
important section of the Jewish people in a new 
and fermenting environment. 

If an earthquake had suddenly disrupted 
Britain, turning the fertile south into a desert 
and throwing up a mountain in the Midlands one 
would not be astonished if English society was 
disorganized. And it would be little less than 
miraculous if Anglo-Jewry remained unaffected 
now that Jewish society has in the space of a 
few years been polarized with Israel at one ex- 
treme and America at the other. 

Within the last century Anglo-Jewry has 
been a largely middle-class outpost of Central 
and East European Jewry. Until the middle of 
the 19th century it performed a comparatively 
insignificant role throwing up a handful of phi- 
lanthropists, minor men. of letters and others 
who feature as exotics in the English tradition. 
But from 1880 until the 1914 war a stream of 
refugees from Russian East Europe settled in 
Britain, increasing the Jewish population from 
some 60,000 to 350,000 and transforming its 
social structure. j 

The new immigrant communities introduced 
their own language, characteristics and institu- 
tions and established a vigorous Yiddish culture 
with its own books, newspapers, humor, songs, 





This article is reprinted through the courtesy of “The 
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legends and literature on both a popular and 
intellectual level. For two generations the so- 
ciety they established here retained its distinc- 
tive characteristics. Replenished by newcomers 
from Russian Poland and Lithuania, they re- 
tained their contacts with home, followed their 
traditional occupations and, although to a di- 
minishing extent, their Yiddish culture. But 
the third generation was already becoming es- 
tranged and Anglicized and the destruction of 
European Jewry summarily erided the intimate 
relationships between Anglo-Jewry and Europe. 


ODAY ANGLO-JEWRY is facing in an acute 

form the dilemma that is being experienced 
by Jews in America. But the Anglo-Jewish 
problem is only superficially similar to the 
American. 

America is a country with an immigrant tra- 
dition. The hyphen is still an important ele- 
ment in its civilization. Irish-American, Italian- 
American, German-American, Jewish-American 
— America is still in transition and has not yet 
absorbed its European elements into an homo- 
geneous transatlantic pattern. On the other 
hand, England has an insular, powerful tradi- 
tion that has not been disrupted in these shores 
since 1066. An immigrant society cannot pre- 
vail here. In fact, for nine centuries no immi- 


grant group, with the exception of the Jews, _ 


has succeeded in retaining its identity here for 
more than two or three generations, as with the 
French Huegenots. For although English liber- 
alism has caused a transformation in England’s 
Jews it has not succeeded as yet in entirely dis- 
solving their special characteristics. 

But there can be little doubt that Anglo- 
Jewry is becoming increasingly diluted — syn- 
agogue membership is confined in the main to 
the older generation; children attending Hebrew 
classes have dwindled to a small minority; com- 
munal institutions languish for lack of support; 
representative bodies scarcely deserve the name; 
Anglo-Jewish culture is virtually non-existent; 
most Jews are only nominal adherents to Jewish 
religious practices. In short, as an organized 
society Anglo-Jewry is enfeebled and will die 
out if the process continues without interruption. 

Now that the little Jewish townships and 
cities, the teeming fertile communities, of East 
Europe are survived only by cemeteries and 
ruined synagogues, and Yiddish, which was as 
much a climate of sensibility 2s a lingua franca, 
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has ceased to be a living tongue, what future is 
there for Anglo-Jewry? While European Jewry 
was flourishing and vigorous there was a chan- 
nel of fertilization that prevented the roots of 
Anglo-Jewry from withering entirely. But it 
is clear that Anglo-Jewry is at present isolated 
and continued isolation would be fatal. 


Jr 1s at THIs Point that speculation begins. 

To whom can Anglo-Jewry turn? Although 
there is a common language between Jews in 
Britain and those in America, it is unlikely that 
Anglo-Jewry will become a suburb of the United 
Jewish Appeal, for in terms of creative Jewish 
living America is only a few degrees from the 
wilderness, too, and offers no substitute for the 


rich folkways of the old Yiddish world. 


It is, however, equally unlikely that Anglo- 
Jewry can become a suburb of Tel Aviv. If it 
existed in an inferior social and _ intellectual 
climate the influence of regenerating Israel 
could well be decisive. But for some time to 
come Israel will not measure up to the great 
richness and influence of English culture. And 
the barrier of language is one that few English 
Jews are athletic enough to surmount. 

Yet Israel and not America must replace the 
European ghetto as the backbone of Jewish life 
and it must evolve a culture which can become 
as universally fertile and Jewish as Yiddish. 

For a brief period in 1948 the prospect ex- 
hilerated Anglo-Jewry. It seemed as if the apo- 
calypse which had taken place in Jewish history 
would cause a remarkable revival in Jewish 
living here. 

Only slowly was Israel seen as a challenge that 
presented itself not merely to the Zionist but 
to every Jew no matter how advanced his de- 
gree of assimilation. Israel had terminated the 
great exilic period of Jewish history; for al- 
though the continued existence of the Diaspora 
could be debated, it was clear that nothing ex- 
cluded individual Jews from tying their per- 
sonal effects into bundles and returning “home.” 

As a whole Anglo-Jewry has ignored the chal- 
lenge. There are many reasons and there is no 
point in cataloguing them here. Certainly it is, 
to say the least, unhelpful, to adopt an attitude 
of censure, as if there was something venal about 
Jews who refused to leave this country. It is 
equally unhelpful to regard the prevalent non- 
Zionism as a lapse from grace to be overcome 
by aggressively preaching the “true doctrine.” 


But it is deplorably evident that many Jews 


in Britain regard Israel as a deserving charity, 


a super-institution of the aged and infirm, and 
that their financial support for Israel is the only 
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remaining link with Jewry, as an organized 
entity. This is a failure of the imagination and 
a myopic interpretation that is difficult to un- 
derstand in an adult community. One asks: Who 
is responsible for the lack of self-awareness? 
What is being done about it? 

Where, in fact, are the leaders? The short 
answer is that Anglo-Jewry is woefully lacking 
in men of calibre. There is a lost generation in 
Anglo-Jewry, precisely the one that has now 
reached maturity and should by the nature of 
things be assuming the task of leadership. 


ONE Must Go Back a little to see how this has 

happened. If the 19th or 20th centuries 
were the centuries of Jewish social emancipa- 
tion they were also the centuries of the “Jewish 
problem,” and latterly of two rival solutions — 
the Marxian and the Herzlian. In Britain, al- 
most the entire generation of Jews born in and 
around the First World War sought the solu- 
tion of the “Jewish problem” in Socialist terms, 
whereas their parents were mainly supporters of 
the Zionist solution. 

It is important to realize that the drift of 
this later generation from Jewishness was partly 
due to a contempt for immigrant society and 
a natural revolt against the values of their par- 
ents. Zionism, the synagogues, orthodoxy, spoke 
with a foreign accent and they sought to escape 
the stigma of provincialism which they felt 
these things symbolized. They were a genera- 
tion who were emotionally engaged in the Span- 
ish Civil War, and fought the battle for Jewish 
liberation at Madrid rather than Jerusalem. 

History has proved them wrong: the genera- 
tion of Weizmann and Solokov right. But in 
the meantime the most gifted sons of the immi- 
grants were finding their places in normal Eng- 
lish society. They were thinking, writing, creat- 
ing in the English tradition so that today there 
is scarcely a single Anglo-Jewish communal 
leader, writer or philosopher of first rank under 
forty-five, although many Jews shine brilliantly 
in the politics, literature and art of England. 
The absence of these leaders is symbolic of the 
missing generation. Between the old and the 
young the Tradition has gone astray. 

This is perhaps the crux of the situation. Ang- 
lo-Jewry can only survive if it undergoes a con- 
version. Without it Jewish life will be so diluted 
within another generation or so that any surviv- 
ing community is doubtful. There is a strong 
continual drift from organized communal life. 
People are resigned to being born Jews and being 
buried as Jews, but in the intervening period 
they live as Englishmen. 

For 2% centuries Jews have experienced no 
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serious intolerance in Britain and this gentle 
liberalism is a powerful disintegrating force 
which can only be effectively opposed by a 
“spiritual” revival. “Spiritual” in the sense of 
the synagogue? No. Organized religiof is un- 
likely to prevail in this time of scepticism, and 
the social character of the synagogue has been 
lost for most Jews here. “Spiritual” in the sense 
of a re-interpretation of Jewish tradition and 
history to embrace the new conditions created 
by Israel? Yes. 

But who is to re-interpret? And who is to ac- 
cept the re-interpretation? 

Men of thirty and forty do not readily be- 
come converts, and the exceptional qualities of 
inspiration and leadership which might accomp- 
lish such a conversion do not exist. 
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This is recognized as a formidable problem 
and communal leaders talk about reaching and 
influencing the children through Hebrew classes. 
It is, however, necessary to point out that chil- 
dren are educated firstly in the home, secondly 
in the public institutions of education. They 
cannot be reached except through their parents, 


“the missing generation” who should now be ~ 


the vital link between the Yiddish past and the 
Hebrew future. 

This, then, is the dilemma which faces those: 
who believe in the value of Jewish tradition and 
who look with apprehension to the future of 
Jewish life in Britain. Can Anglo-Jewry be re- 
vitalized? Will it find a new purpose through 
closer relations with Israel? Or is this, indeed, 
the last century of Anglo-Jewry? - 
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Martin Buber: A Prophet with Honor 


by Jacob Sloan 


ISRAEL AND PALESTINE, The 
History of an Idea, London, 
East and West Library, 1952; 

“ THE WAY OF MAN, accord- 
ing to the Teachings of Hasid- 
ism, -Wilcox and Pollett Com- 
pany, Chicago, 1951; ECLIPSE 

4 OF GOD, Studies in the Rela- 
tion between Religion and Philo- 
sophy, Harpers and Brothers, 
New York, 1952; and AT THE 

+ TURNING, Three Addresses 
on Judaism, Farrar, Strauss and 
Young, New York, 1952. 


ARTIN BUBER has a _ for- 
midable reputation as a re- 
ligious thinker. He has had a long 
and prolific career; Buber is now 
seventy-four and he has been writ- 
ing, teaching, and lecturing for 
something like half a century. 
Judging by the four books before 
us, all published recently, Buber 
has lost neither the fervor nor the 
intellectuality that have been his 
distinction for so long. 

Buber’s work has been notable 
both for its range and its inten- 
tion. His view of Judaism has 
been wide enough to embrace Bib- 
lical prophecy, utopian Zionism, 
religious existentialism, and neo- 
Hasidism. In a time of almost uni- 


versal compromise, Buber has been 
unique for his persistent serious- 
ness. He has refused consistently 
to countenance the usual mechan- 
ical solutions of positivist prag- 
matism—or indeed, any other ra- 
tionalist philosophy. His Biblical 
interpretations represent a revolu- 
tionary attempt to capture the 
actual feel, the “reality” of reve- 
lation as whole and immediate 
experience. Buber has never con- 
sented to the modish rationalizing 
of historic Judaism in anthropolo- 
gical terms. His conception of 
Zionism as essentially a hope for 
the fulfillment of Israel’s Messianic 
mission in a truly cooperative so- 
ciety is unacceptable to the con- 
temporary partisan ideologues. 
But as one of the exponents of the 
Zionist movement when it was un- 
popular in Central Europe, as one 
who was at Prague and saw A. D. 
Gordon plain, Buber’s grasp of the 
extra-national implications of the 
Zionist idea for Jewish history 
cannot be dismissed easily. The 
significance of Buber’s approach in 
the reorientation of modern man 
to religion has, until very recently, 
been more appreciated by the neo- 
Orthodox Protestant theologians 
than by his fellow Jewish scholars. 


The Christians have acknowledged 
repeatedly the debt that contem- 
porary religious thinking owes to 
this Jew who moved past Kierke- 
gaard’s self-preoccupied dialectic 
into an afhirmation of Judaism as 
the expression of an unambiguous 
and concrete relationship between 
the human and the divine. 

Characteristically, though ven- 
erated by the Christian world as 
an extreme Protestant, to his own 
people Buber has been most im- 
pressive in his elucidations of the 
teachings and lives of the Hasidic 
masters. He has convincingly de- 
scribed them as powerful insights 
into the enduring character of 
genuine faith. In his neo-Hasid- 
ism Buber has filled magnificently 
the function he assigned himself, 
that of the spiritual education of 
his generation. Under Buber’s 
guidance many of the perplexed 
souls to whom he addressed him- 
self in Central Europe between the 
World Wars were able to find 
their way back to a Judaism they 
could accept. They who had re- 
jected the Liberal reformations of 
their enlightened grandparents 
could yet identify their longings 
with the “pure” devotion of their 
less sophisticated East European 
cousins. 

Martin Buber has had high aims 
and important achievements. He 
has been a prophet, and a prophet 
with much honor. And yet, de- 
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spite his manifest successes, in a 
sense, in a very important sense, 
Martin Buber has failed in his mis- 
sion to his generation — and his 
generation has failed Martin Buber. 


Ow AND WHY? 

Buber has failed not because 
his message is a false one, or irrele- 
vant though true. For Buber has 
addressed himself to essentials: to 
the question of the meaning of our 
lives, to our need to establish a 
viable relationship with our past. 
He has made every effort to assess 
all of our modern situation—our 
politics and art, as well as our faith 
and philosophy—sub specie aeter- 
nitatis, as part of a universal 
continum. Any thinker who has 
the courage to try to develop a 
consistent world system, particu- 
larly in a time as fragmentary as 
ours, may be viewed as, at worst, 
foolhardy, but not as irrelevant. 
Nor has Martin Buber shirked the 
responsibility of facing the out- 
standing challenges to faith di- 
rectly. He has replied to what he 
aptly labels Freud’s “religion of 
pure psychic immanence,” and 
to Jung’s Collective Unconscious; 
to Sorel’s social myth, as well as 
to Marx’s class morality; to Kant’s 
Principle of Transcendental The- 
ology, and Kierkegaard’s Suspen- 
sion of the Ethical; latterly he 
has devoted himself to refuting 
Simone Weil’s one-sided God of 
love and Jean-Paul Sartre’s deif'- 
cation of existentialist man. 


Thus, Buber has not erred 
through a too-cautious limitation 
of his subject, or through an in- 
difference to the attractions of 
secularism. Is it his style, then, 
that has prevented the communi- 
cation and, inevitably, the accept- 
ance of his ideas? 


True, Buber’s is a classic German 
didactic style. But it is also the 
style of an enthusiast, one where 
strained paradox and easy rhetoric 
go hand in hand. The argument 
is highly formal, the motivation 
involute, the phrasing florid and 
simplistic. Nevertheless, the total 
effect of this style in which there 
is so much that is faulty is one of 
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he is making. His occasional 
vagueness about logic is integral to 
the superrational character of his 
vision; his periodic melodramatic 
digressions are inevitable to the 
cosmic drama of a dialogue be- 
tween God and man that he so 
passionately records. Buber is no 
artist; yet an anartistic style like 
his has as full a right to reply to 
its critics as Walt Whitman’s: “Do 
I contradict myself? /Very well, 
I contradict myself/ I am large, I 
contain multitudes.” 

If it is not Buber’s manner that 
prevents the complete liaison be- 
tween his matter—his prophetic 
message — and his contemporary 
audience, can it be that we are to 
blame? Does he seem to fail us 
because we fail him? Are we the 
people of little faith? Do we be- 
tray Buber out of our fear to com- 
mit ourselves to any cause larger 
than our own petty present? Do 
we prevent the enactment of the 
Great Dialogue because we are 
reluctant to act the part that is 
demanded of us—that of subjects 
(as distinguished from objects) in 
a subject-to-subject relationship 
with the God of our history? In 
cautiously preferring our limited 
practical ethics to Buber’s Gestalt 
of intuitive morality are we being 
unresponsive to Buber’s prophecy? 
Perhaps . . . sometimes it must 
seem so to Buber, though in certain 
moments of mingled perplexity 
and clarity he must see, as we do, 
that the failure is a double one— 
an inter-failure, as it were. 


HERE IS AN APOCRYPHAL story 

of a conversation between Mar- 
tin Buber and Premier David Ben 
Gurion of Israel that is very apro- 
pos in describing the distance be- 
tween the religious man and the 
secular one—and also of the gap 
between Martin Buber and the 
community he addresses. 

Shortly after the establishment 
of the State of Israel, Ben Gurion 
is supposed to have called a meet- 
ing of the leading Israeli intellec- 
tuals which Buber attended. 

When Ben Gurion had finished 
describing the importance of the 
new state for the Jewish people, 
Buber rose and asked: “What 
now?” 

“Now we have a country of 
our own,” Ben Gurion replied. 
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“What now?” Buber asked 
again. 

“Now we have bread of our 
own,” said Ben Gurion. 

“And what now?” Buber per- 
sisted. 

-Ben Gurion frowned. “I see,” 
he said, ‘that men of ideas are in- 
capable of understanding men of 
action.” 

It would be naive to suppose 
that Martin Buber and David Ben 
Gurion did not understand one 
another. Certainly Buber under- 
stands very well the characteristic 
motivations and behavior of the 
man of action: his concentration 
on the immediate, the necessary, 
the productive. And Ben Gurion 
grasped Buber’s teleological point: 
Where does all this lead to in the 
end? What is the ultimate pur- 
pose of the state? That the two 
men avoided one another in their 
colloquoy is directly due to their 
contrary views of the meaning 
not only of Zionism but also of 
Jewish and world history. Under- 
lying their political divergence 
and their differences in personality 
and method are their irreconcilable 
commitments: Buber’s commit- 
ment to faith, Ben Gurion’s to 
skepticism. 

Time and again in his writings 
Buber returns to attack Nietz- 
sche’s violent epigram: “God is. 
dead!” God cannot be dead, Bu- 
ber cries. Not the God of Jew- 
ish history, not the God of Sinai, 
not the God of the prophets, not 
the God of the Hasidic masters, 
the Zaddikim. The only God who 
is dead is a God who never existed: 
the idol masquerading as God that 
Spinoza drew out of Nature, that 
the eighteenth century mechan- 
ized, the nineteenth century 
spiritualized, and our own cen- 
tury is socializing and relativizing. 
But the Urgott, the real and origi- 
nal God remains, and has always 
remained, above Nature, above 
Society, above Man—though in- 
timately related to Nature, So- 
ciety, and, above all, to Man. 

Buber’s God is the God of his- 
tory who is above history. And 
we fail Buber because we, like 
Ben Gurion, are all too conscious 
of history as history—not, as an 
unfortunate punning translation 
of Buber has put it, as His-Story. 
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Buber’s God has not and cannot 
suffer a reduction through the 
manifold distortions that history 
has placed upon His qualities. But 
though we recognize these distor- 
tions for what they are, historical 
modes reflecting varying human 
conditions, we cannot, like Buber, 
deny their validity in determining 
our attitude toward God, and, as 
a consequence, affecting the pos- 
sible content of faith for us. We 
see that God has altered and 
necessarily diminished with every 
operation of the past: He who 
once was indeed the unique God 
of the discovering patriarchs and 
later was sublimated to a Spirit 
that moved the prophets to pas- 
sion, did in the course of time 
devolve into a God whose Torah 
required a holy nation of priests 
for its conservation, then into a 
universal church to propagate it 
and interpret it, and, lastly, into 
national, political, and cultural 
state organizations to secure the 
individual conscience that alone 
could worship Him. 


Martin Buber rejects the God 
of the Nature-centered philoso- 
phers, mathematicians and physi- 
cists, and certainly the God of the 
man-centered social scientists and 
psychologists. But though we can- 
not believe in either of these Gods, 
we cannot, as heirs to a secular as 
well as a spiritual tradition, ex- 
clude the tradition of such Gods 
from the tradition of faith, either. 

Hence Ben Gurion’s harsh im- 
patience with Buber’s probing 
question. What is the State of 
Israel worth without faith? is, 
after all, a rhetorical question. “If 
the Lord has not built a city, in 
vain the workers work thereat.” 
We have built the State, Ben 
Gurion seems to reply. We have 
a country of our own now, we 
have bread of our own now. True, 
the Lord has not built it—our 
fathers had faith once, but we do 
not. We do not deny our fathers, 
or our fathers’ faith—the Bible is 
a magnificent structure; the Tal- 
mud is a vast sea; the prophets 
are tremendous landmarks; the 
Zaddikim are oases in the desert 
of our people’s middle ages. But 


. the faith of our fathers is an atlas 


to a country we do not inhabit. 
Israel is not Judea, or the country 
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of Ephraim. There is a world of 
several thousand years of time and 
history between them, and a world 
of faith as well. 

Would it not be better for us 
if we were to believe in the faith 
of our fathers? But belief, as Bu- 
ber knows, can neither be com- 
pelled nor taught. It must 
rise spontaneously from experience 
grasped intuitively with the whole 
of one’s personality. And this 
faith, based on this experience, 
we, despite the opportunity Hitler 
afforded us for a renewal of spiri- 


tuality, simply do not have. 

This is nothing new. Buber 
knows it. Yet he continues to 
write, to lecture, and to teach— 
for he has faith, and hopes for 
times more accessible to his mess- 
age, for the new heavens to open 
and the new hearts. That we fail 
him is the core of his failure. It 
is at the same time the explanation 
of why he fails us: Because he 
must work for the coming of what 
we believe cannot be, and because 
he can work and can hope, where 
we cannot, for our redemption. 





The Dizzy Shaygeiz 


by Solomon F. Bloom 


BENJAMIN DISRAELI. By Cecil 
Roth. Philosophical Library, 
New York. 1952. vii, 178 pp. 
$3.75. 


T WAS ABOUT TIME that someone 
~ should come along and cut 
Benjamin Disraeli down to size as 
a great Jew. For, in the current 
atmosphere of Jewish pride and 
self-consciousness, there has been 
some evidence that the British con- 
servative leader has been blossom- 
ing out as a sage and subtle apostle 
to the Gentiles. The job is now 
done, probably definitively, al- 
though that praise is convention- 
ally reserved for ponderous tomes 
or detailed documentation. Profes- 
sor Cecil Roth has found it suffi- 
cient to write a small but telling 
book in which, without attempt- 
ing to “debunk” Disraeli, he has 
succeeded in placing his relation 
to Judaism in the proper light and 
proportion. 

Wherever one turns, it appears 
that Disraeli’s charm and roman- 
ticism, and the hypnotic spell un- 
der which he cast his Jewish as 
well as non-Jewish readers, have 
combined to produce a larger- 
than-life image of a Jewish knight. 
For example, Disraeli decked him- 
self out with a colorful ancestry, 
in which Marrano blood flowed 
prominently. On a careful hunt 
in genealogical forests, ‘the Mar- 
rano element dwindles down al- 
most to vanishing point.” (p. 12) 
His interest in Judaism was as, 
shall we say, supplementary, as it 
was insistent and ostentatious. His 
emphasis on race was as wrong- 
headed as it was flamboyant. Pro- 


fessor Roth does not hesitate to 
say that “the support of his repu- 
tation helped to give respectability 
to the preposterous racial principle 
and to establish it as a serious doc- 
trine, on the continent, if not in 
England. Paradoxical though it 
may seem, Disraeli was among the 
spiritual ancestors of the Nazi 
brand of anti-Semitism in our own 
day.” (p. 67) This is too much. 
It is coming to the point where 
a man has lost his God-given right 
to have foolish opinions simply 
because real fools take these opin- 
ions literally and proceed to act 
on them. 

If everybody in history who has 
thought that there is something in 
race differences, or that women, 
for example, ought to pay atten- 
tion to their work in the kitchen 
—and this comprehends the gener- 
ality of past ages—is the spiritual 
ancestor of anybody, he is the spi- 
ritual ancestor of anyone who to- 
day accepts easy and precipitate 
generalizations on difficult and un- 
resolved questions, which is to say, 
of most of us. It is an egregious 
mistake and a gigantic unfairness 
to trace one man’s crime to anoth- 
er man’s opinion on speculation. 
What is more to the point—a 
point which, in other connections, 
Professor Roth makes the most of 
—is that the emphasis on race is 
in harmony neither with Judaism, 
Christianity, or that peculiar mix- 
ture of the two that Disraeli 
thought up as a kind of toy with 
which to astonish his audience 
and belongs rather to the vagaries 
of an attractive but irresponsible 
romanticism. 
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ECIL ROTH demonstrates that 
Disraeli was not significantly 
influenced by his “Judaism” in 
important political matters. He 
derides as ridiculous the notion of 
his great rival, William E. Glad- 
stone, that Disraeli’s treatment of 
the Eastern Question, and par- 
ticularly his favorable attitude 
toward the Turkish empire, 
showed “Judaic sympathies.” How 
much of this is to be discounted 
as political criticism and contro- 
versy, is not clear, but Professor 
Roth justly remarks that Disraeli 
“knew very little of the condition 
of the Jews in the areas that were 
under discussion.” That he did 
not think as ill of Turkey, or as 
well of Holy Russia, as the Chris- 
tian liberals of his day, was due 
much more to his realism. In in- 
ternational affairs Disraeli was 
about as romantic as Otto von 
Bismarck. In less weighty matters, 
Disraeli did demonstrate his sym- 
pathies. He was always in favor 
of Jewish emancipation in civil 
and political life. But then no- 
body has even contended that he 
was any less sympathetic to 
Jews—or to Chartists or wage- 
slaves—than a person of sensi- 
bility who was without pre- 
judice. Disraeli stands out be- 
cause such persons are rare at 
any time. But his reasons for Jew- 
ish emancipation, as given in Parli- 


ament, are entirely original. They . 


might give one pause. He did not 
defend the principle of toleration 
or equality but argued from 
Christian grounds. Jesus Christ 
was a Jew, the influence of the 
Bible was beneficial, and the Chris- 
tians must be grateful and fair 
to the people from which their 
savior came. Presumably they 
might act differently in the case 
_ of other minorities. 

The one large exception the 
author grants is the social legisla- 
tion of Disraeli’s ministry. 

“If we are searching in 
Disraeli’s political career for 
traces and effects of his Jew- 
ish background, it is to this, 
his social legislation, that our 
attention should perhaps be 
directed, rather than to some 
vague Oriental coloratura. 
For here it may be we find 
expressed that Jewish craving 
for social justice which is one 


of the heritages of the Bible, 
and that Jewish sympathy 
for the under-dog which is 
one of the results of his his- 
tory. For the great ministry 
of 1874-1880 was memorable 
in English history precisely 
for this—more perhaps ac- 
cording to Disraeli’s admirers 
than any other of the nine- 
teenth century. As has been 
pointed out, the Liberal Gov- 
ernments had concentrated 
their attention rather to ad- 
ministrative reforms; Disraeli 
on improvement of working 
class conditions.” (pp. 118- 
119). 


This approach has by now ac- 
quired the halo of a cliche. Bis- 
marck was engaged at the very 
same time, in a more ambitious 
program of social reform. He was 
hardly prompted by a Biblical 
heart and tradition. The Liberals 
of England and other countries 
were beginning to reconsider their 
laissez faire attitudes. I should not 
wish to deny that Disraeli was 
particularly, and always, alive to 
the social question. Professor Roth 
is quite right in continuing the 
passage quoted just above by say- 
ing that Disraeli was “carrying on 
the tradition which he had set in 
the speeches of 1841 in which he 
had courageously expressed his 
sympathies with the underlying 
economic motives of the Chartist 
agitation, and in his Sybil, in 
which he described the degrading 
results of the Industrial Revolu- 
tion with. more feeling than al- 
most any other novelist of the 
time. In this burning compassion 
for suffering humanity he stands 
in the full Jewish tradition, in the 
same way it may be said as Karl 
Marx did, though approaching 
the problem from an entirely 
different angle.” 


OW IS ONE to disentangle this 

view from the facts of the 
case? Disraeli and Marx were in 
large company. Both Thomas Car- 
lyle and Friedrich Engels were, in 
terms of direct invocation or im- 
mediate background, much closer 
to the Old Testament than they. 
Certainly Carlyle sounds a good 
deal more like a character out of 
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the Old Testament than the flam- 
boyant Disraeli or the derisive 
and corrosive Marx. The whole 
significance of the Jewish position 
in the Christian world is in need 
of reconsideration. I suspect ‘it 
must be placed on a different 
foundation from that of social 
sensibility. Certainly, we will get 
farther with the problem of un- 
derstanding Disraeli if we look 
upon him as a brilliant satirist and 
enfant terrible than as a latter-day 
prophet. 


That is a matter of interpreta- 
tion. For, as to mood and attitude, 
Professor Roth is completely un- 
dazzled by the famous charmer. 
He is not taken in by his poses, 
above all by his pose as an “alien,” 
an exotic and interesting “out- 
sider,” the romantic stranger 
bringing a peculiar wisdom. For 
the great secret is that Disraeli is 
typically English, English, that is, 
in the tradition, the long line, of 
native eccentrics, originals, and 
rejectors all the way from Esther 
Stanhope—to go no farther back 
—to Colonel Lawrence. Professor 
Roth comes close to this solution 
of the mystery, so close that one 
wishes he had written his shrewd 
little book around it. 


ee 


. . « His exoticism, his 
exhibitionism, his aesthetic- 
ism, his over-emphasis and his 
over-dress, everything that 
attracted public notice at the 
outset of his career and the 
censure of his enemies later 
on, had nothing to do with 
his -‘alien’ origin, and were 
poles removed from his fath- 
er’s excessive unostentation. 
They were part of the flam- 
boyant, high spirited, imagi- 
native, irrepressible Dizzy, 
the author of Vivian Grey 
and Captain Popanilla. It was 
just the sort of exhibitionism 
as that with which Aubrey 
Beardsley and Oscar Wilde 
shocked London in the eigh- 
teen nineties, only in Dis- 
raeli’s day it was something 
quite new to English life, [J 
would dissent from this- 
S. F. B.]; and moreover these 
others lacked the ambition 
which gave his antics a na- 
tional importance.” 
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News of the Month 


Beginning with this issue JEwIsH 
FRONTIER will present each month 
a condensed survey of significant 
news. 


Postscripts to Prague 


The mass purge trial in Prague 
—the first openly anti-Semitic 
show in a communist dominated 
country—has been followed by a 
number of developments in many 
countries. First the Czech govern- 
ment asked Israel to recall its am- 
bassador to Prague, Arieh Kubovy, 
who is now in Tel Aviv. Then 
the government of Poland fol- 
lowed suit. Kubovy represents Is- 
rael both in Prague and Warsaw. 
The Israeli Cabinet rejected the 
Czech request and declared that 
so far as Israel is concerned Mr. 
Kubovy remains its accredited rep- 
resentative to these two ‘People’s 
Democracies.” 

Reports emanating from Czech- 
oslovakia relate that all Jews there 
who have ever been connected 
with the Zionist movement or have 
attempted to emigrate to Israel 
will be considered “suspect” and 
dismissed from government service. 

In England many Jews belong- 
ing to the British-Czech Friend- 
ship Society are resigning in pro- 





test against the Prague Trial. Ben- _ 


jamin Frankel, a well-known com- 
poser and conductor, resigned 
from the Communist Party in 
London. Other party members 
are said to be considering with- 
drawal from the Communist Party. 

In the Soviet Union the Moscow 
Pravda announced the arrest and 
forthcoming trial in Odessa of six 
Soviet Jewish officials on charges 
of “pilfering state property.” 
There were also other indications 
of mounting anti-Jewish senti- 
ment in the communist dominated 
countries. The diplomatic repre- 
sentatives of the Soviet Bloc in 
Israel demonstratively absented 
themselves from the inaugural 
ceremonies marking the installa- 
tion of Itzchak Ben Zvi as presi- 
dent of Israel. (Only the Bulgar- 
ian representatives was present.) 
At the inauguration of the late 
Chaim Weizmann as first president 
of Israel the communist diplomats 


attended without exception. A 


wave of suicides is reported to be 


sweeping the remaining small Jew- 
ish community in Czechoslovakia. 
There is also considerable ‘unrest 
and. worry among Jewish commu- 
nists in the Soviet satellite coun- 
tries who, fearful for their own 
fate, call for closer examination 
of the past of Jewish communist 
members and a more effective 
purge of “Zionists.” 


A New Cabinet? 


Reports from Tel Aviv tell of 
an agreement between Mapai and 
the General Zionists for the forma- 
tion of a new Cabinet to include 
three General Zionists. The chief 
items of the agreement call for 
the elimination of the “trends” in 
the educational system and the 
introduction of a unified school 
system not dominated by political 
parties, reduction of economic 
controls and modification of the 
election laws to eliminate the 
splinter parties. 

Such a coalition between Mapai 
and the General Zionists, the two 
largest parties in Israel, would 
lend political stability to the 
country and would eliminate the 
recurring crises. It would exclude 
altogether or at least diminish the 
influence of the religious parties 
which have so far been in a posi- 
tion to evoke a governmental cri- 
ses whenever they saw fit. 

In recent weeks Ben Gurion was 
said to have expressed willingness 
to take Mapam into the Cabinet 
on condition that it repudiate and 
exclude from leadership Moshe 
Sneh and Yaacov Riftin, its two 
most extremely pro-Soviet leaders. 
This offer was not accepted. Ma- 
pam is at present undergoing a 
severe internal crisis as a result 
of the Prague trial in which one 
of its leaders, Mordecai Oren, 
“confessed” to being a spy for 
Britain and America. Mapam 
faces the dilemna of which to 
repudiate, the Cominform or its 
Zionism. At this writing the ex- 
tremist Moshe Sneh, who advocates 
for Mapam a policy of outright 
approval of Cominform policies— 
even the recent anti-Semitic trial 
—seems to have lost some influ- 
ence. But the struggle within Ma- 
pam still continues. 


Delayed Reparations 
The agreement signed between 
Israel and West Germany for the 
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payment of reparations by the lat- 
ter was originally supposed to be 
brought up for a vote in the West 
German parliament in November. 
Then all sorts of delays set in. 
The vote on the agreement was 
continually postponed. Some ob- 
servers, of a cynical or realistic 
turn of mind, began to suspect 
that the Adenauer government 
was playing an old German trick. 
Dr. Nahum Goldmann, Chairman 
of the Conference on Jewish Ma- 
terial Claims Against Germany 
recently visited Germany. Upon 
his return he confidently predicted 
that the Bonn government would 
ratify the agreement “within the 
next four to six weeks at the 
latest”—that is, by February. 

In Tel Aviv Dov Shilansky, a 
former Irgunist was sentenced to 
twenty-one months imprisonment. 
Shilansky had placed a bomb in 
the building of the Foreign Minis- 
try. The bomb did not explode. 
Shilansky claimed that he did not 
intend it to explode, that it was 
he who had anonymously tipped 
off the police about the bomb. 
Why then did he plant the bomb? 
It was a one-man protest against 
the reparations agreement with 
Germany, he claimed. 
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Start the New Year 1955 
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